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Current Topics 


The “Expected” Resignation of a King’s Bench 
Judge. 

THE PROMINENCE given by the Jimes of Wednesday to the 
statement that “it is generally anticipated” that, on the coming 
into force of the Bill for the appointment of two additional judges 
of the High Court three new judges will be appointed to the 
King’s Bench Division, owing to the “expected” resignation 
of one of the existing judges, and the very peculiar wording of 
the paragraph, set the gossips eagerly to work. The general 
impression appears to be that the judge referred to is SuTTON, J., 
who has been so long absent owing to illness, but the recent 
accounts of the condition of this learned judge have been 
uniformly favourable. 


The Late Mr. F. Dawes. 

Our City readers will learn with regret of the death, at the 
comparatively early age of fifty-two years, of Mr. FRANK DAWES, 
of the firm of Messrs. Bircham & Co., solicitors, of Old Broad- 
street, and Parliament street, Westminster, and a member of the 
Council of the Law Society. He was educated at Wellington 
College, and, having been articled to Mr. W. D. FRESHFIELD, the 
senior partner in the well-known firm of Freshfield & Williams, 
was admitted in 1882, and, we believe, for several years remained 
with Messrs. Freshfield. In 1889 he joined the firm of Messrs. 
Bircham & Co. He described himself as a parliamentary agent, 
but we have always understood that his chief concern was with 
the initiation or carrying through of important financial schemes, 
and probably he was as expert a financier as he was a skilful 
solicitor. His life was a busy one and a successful one ; but from 
the nature of his transactions there is little which can be recorded 
without the consent of clients. He was elected a member of the 
Council of the Law Society in 1904, and held that position till 
his death. 


The Cause Lists. 

THe APPEAL List shews a total of 145 appeals, as against 
161 at the commencement of the last sittings. Of these appeals 
ninety-two are from the King’s Bench Division (there were 
ninety-three at the commencement of the last sittings), and 
twenty-five only from the Chancery Division. This is an un- 
usually small number, there having been forty at the commence- 
ment of the last sittings and fifty-three at the commencement of 
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the last preceding sittings. The efficient judges of this 
Division may be probably congratulated on the confidence which 


their judgments inspire. The aggregate of the Chancery Cause 
Lists has risen from 323 causes and matters and forty company 
matters at the commencement of the last sittings to 355 causes 
and matters and thirty-eight company matters. The King’s 
Bench Division lists have been worked down from 931 at the 
commencement of the last sittings to 843. 


Letters “ Without Prejudice.” 

IN THE COURSE of the taxation of a bill of costs, the client 
applied by summons that certain parts of an affidavit by the solici- 
tor in the taxation should be struck out, as they set out letters 
written ‘“ without prejudice.” The Master allowed the application. 
Upon an adjournment into court, Mr, Justice Joycr, on Wednes- 
day last, after saying that the matter could have been dealt with 
more conveniently by moving to discharge the order and setting 
down the motion in the paper the next day, dismissed the 
application. An affidavit might be struck out if it were scanda- 
lous or scurrilous, but there was no precedent for striking out 
matter merely because it contained evidence which ought not to 
be admitted. To determine the admissibility might involve 
going into the whole case on a point which could be dealt with 
at the hearing. Irrelevant or inadmissible evidence was con- 
stantly inserted in affidavits. There was no precedent for the 
present application, which was dismissed accordingly. 


*Cestuis que Trustent.” 


WE pRINr elsewhere a letter from a correspondent protesting 
against the use in our columnsof the expression cestuis que trustent. 
He says that this “ barbarism” is in accordance with the usage of 
the profession, and disfizures most conveyancing books, but he 
sees no reason why it should disfigure our columns. We agree 
with our correspondent, and have in numerous instances struck 
it out and substituted the phrase cesfwis gue trust, but, somehow or 
other, the head-note of the learned reporter referred to by our 
correspondent went to press without alteration. The last-men- 
tioned phrase—cestuis que trust—is used in Lewin on Trusts, 
though it is to be remarked that the author usually avoids its 
use by employing the singular number. But no one who knows 
Mr. LEwin’s reputation for antiquarian precision would suppose 
that he abandoned cestwis que trustent without good reason. While 
we are on the subject of propriety of diction, we may mention 
that a recent correspondent objected to the use by a valued 
contributor (ante, p. 335) of the phrase “Divorce, Probate and 
Admiralty Division” as the description of the court over which 
Sir S. EvANs now presides, Should it not be “Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty Division”? he asks. We think that, in strictness, it 
should, since that title for the conglomerate court or division is 
used in section 8 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1887. 
But, except in official documents, the order of words in the title 
appears to be immaterial. 


“Null and Void” in Statutes. 

SECTION 59 of the Act 1 & 2 Vict. c. 106 (relating to resi- 
dences of the clergy) enacts “that any agreement made for the 
letting of the house of residence . . . shall be made in writing, 
and shall contain a condition for avoiding the same upon a 
copy of [certain documents] being served upon the occupier 
thereof, or left at the house, and otherwise shall be null and 
void...” Ina recent case before SwINFEN Eaby, J. (Rickard 
v. Graham, Times, 25th March), it was in vain contended that the 
statute meant what it said, and a lease of a rectory which did 
not contain the condition required by the statute was held to 
be voidable only, and, under the circumstances, perfectly valid. 
The ground of the decision was that the object of the statute 
was not to prevent the letting of rectories entirely, and that 
full effect could be given to the statute, and to the object of 
public policy which it had in view, by holding “null and void” 
to mean “voidable” only. Reference was made to Doe v. Bartle 


(5 B. & Ald., at p. 501), where Asgort, C.J., said: “It is laid 
down}by Lord Coxe (2 Inst. 386) ‘that a case out of the mischief 
intended to be remedied by a statute should be construed to be 





quite satisfied that this case is out of the mischief intended to he 
remedied.” So here SWINFEN Eapy, J., was quite satisfied that 
the case was out of the mischief intended to be remedied, and he 
accordingly held it to be out of the purview of the statute. The 
aptest illustration of “void” in a statute being held to mean 
** voidable ” is, of course, to be found in the Bankruptey Acts. 


The Perjury Bill. 

THE Persury BILL, which has been introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor as the first step towards the codification of the 
criminal law, consists of twenty clauses only, and appears to be 
in the main a measure of consolidation of statute law. Clause | 
(1) gives a definition of perjury: “If any person lawfully sworn 
as a witness in a judicial proceeding wilfully makes a statement 
material in that proceeding, which he knows to be false or «oes 
not believe to be true, he shall be guilty of | nei al Subse 
quent paragraphs of the same clause define “ judicial proceeding,” 
and extend the definition to cases where a statement is made, not 
before the tribunal itself, but before a person authorized to obtain 
evidence on oath for the purposes of a judicial proceeding. Clause 
2 deals with similar statements on oath made otherwise than in 
judicial proceedings, and clauses 4 and 5 with false statements with 
reference to marriage and to births or deaths. In numerous cases 
declarations may be, or are required to be, made under statutes, 
A list of such statutes is contained in Schedule I., and where a 
person declaring under a statute knowingly and wilfully makes 
a statement false in a material particular, he is to be liable to the 
penalty stated in the fourth column of the Schedule over against 
the enactment in question. This method of legislation will 
doubtless get rid of a large number of particular statutory pro- 
visions, but it will still leave the law in a complicated state. 
There cannot be very many different degrees of false statement, 
and it should be posible to classify false statements and attach 
punishments to each class. This would mean alteration in te 
law, and no such step is now, it seems, in contemplation ; but it 
would be an obvious improvement. The remaining clauses deal 
with false declarations made to obtain registration for carrying 
on certain vocations (clause 6), with subornation (clause 7), and 





with matters of procedure. The third schedule contains a long 
list of statutes which are to be repealed wholly or in part. 


The Settled Land Bill. 


Tue Serriep Land Bill, which has been prepared on the 
instructions of the Council of the Law Society, and which has 
been in several sessions before Parliament, has been re-introduced 
by Mr. Hits. Its object is to remove various defects in the 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, which have been revealed in 
practice, and the Bill is in the main in the same form as after it 
had been amended by the Select Committee of the House of 
Lords in 1906. The chief difficulties in the exercise of the 
statutory powers over settled land are connected with compound 
settlements, a phrase which has been invented since the Act of 
1882 came into operation. Apparently it was not foreseen that 
the estate of the tenant for life would be subject to possible 
variation by the effect of resettlements, and that trustees 
appointed for the purpose of one settlement might not be trustees 
of the settlement arising under a resettlement; or that when 
an estate was settled by reference to another settlement, 
it would by no means follow that the same trustees would 
be trustees for the purpose of the Settled Land Acts of both 
settlements. These are technicalities which have been diseussed 
of recent years in numerous cases, of which Le Mundy’s Settled 
Estates (1891, 1 Ch. 399), Re Cornwallis West and Munro (1903, : 
Ch. 150), Re Wimborne and Browne (1904, 1 Ch. 537), and Re 
Coull’s Settled Estates (1905, 1 Ch. 712) may be taken as typical. 
The Bill deals with these matters in clauses 4 and 11, which may 
be regarded as the most important parts of the Bill, and if they 
became law they would have the effect of rendering unnecessary 
many applications to the court for the appointment of trustees 
of a compound settlement. It may be observed, however, that 
they will still leave the law in an exceedingly complicated state, 
and it is unfortunate that the required improvement cannot be 
obtained, and simplicity also secured, by a re-enactment of the 
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to actual requirements. The present Bill, if it ever becomes law, 
ean only be regarded as a stepping stone to that result. 


The Libraries of Country Law Societies. 


ONE WOULD suppose that the library of a country law society 
js one of the most important advantages which the society has to 
offer to its members. A private law library of any considerable 
dimensions is an expensive thing to acquire and maintain— 
treatises are constantly going out of date and new editions 
have to be purchased, or new works of merit on the subjects of 
such treatises are published which ought to be acquired. Then 
in the course of use the books become dilapidated and have to 
be rebound, and the binding of reports is a constant source of 
expense. The keeping by the society of a good law library 
saves its members from the necessity for having at their offices 
any large collection of law books, and gives them (or ought to 

ive them) access to the latest information on any branch of law 
Fikely to be required by them, Does the country law society’s 
library always fulfil this requirement? Are not the treatises 
in the library sometimes obsolete, or not selected with a view 
to the main wants of the members? Are important new 
law books relative to such wants purchased from time to time ? 
We have been led to these questions by a passage in the report 
of the Wakefield Incorporated Law Society, which states that 
the committee are engaged in thoroughly revising and bringing 
the library up to date and disposing of obsolete volumes. Would 
not this work be desirable in other cases? This society, although 
acomparatively small one, spent during the past year more than 
one-third of its income on its library, and the books purchased, a 
list of which is given in the appendix, appear to have been 
selected with great judgment. Such selection requires a good 
deal of consideration. Certain periodical works—such as a 
series of reports, the Annual Practice or the Yearly Practice, 
Stone’s Justices’ Manual, or the Magistrates’ Annual Practice and 
the Yearly County Court Practice, annual digests and annual 
statutes—must necessarily be acquired. Then it is essential that 
a good collection of precedents in conveyancing, brought down 
to date, should be added, and here the choice is between KEY 
and ELPHINSTONE and Mr. UNDERHILL’s useful Encyclopedia. 
Standard works on the Workmen’s Compensation Act, the Con- 
struction of Wills and Deeds, Landlord and Tenant, Bankruptcy, 
Solicitors, Husband and Wife and Infants, are also necessaries. 
A Digest of Cases Overruled will also be found of much advan- 
tage, and copies of private Acts relative to the society's district 
should be obtained. After these wants have been supplied, the 
committee will exercise a free hand in the selection of works of 
less practical importance. 


Forfeiture for Non-compliance with Condition as 
to ‘* Residence” in Will. 

Cases relating to conditions in wills requiring “residence ” 
are not numerous, and Auld and Another v. Pinney and Others, 
just decided by the Scottish courts, may be of interest to English 
practitioners, The late JAMES Ropaer, who died in May, 1873, 
bequeathed a share of his estate to the three children of his brother, 
ALEXANDER RopGER (ALEXANDER and JAMES ROopGER and 
Mrs. MARY PINNEY), subject to a life estate in their father. 
At the time of the testator’s death, his brother and the three 
children were resident in America, and by a clause in the will 
the testator declared that the provisions in their favour should 
only take effect “in the event of his and their returning to 
Scotland within the period of three years from the date of my 
decease and thereafter continuing to reside permanently in 
Scotland.” The claimants ALEXANDER and JAMES RODGER 
maintained that the forfeiture only took effect in the event of 
knowledge on their part within three years of their uncle’s death of 
his death and of the provision in their favour. And inasmuch as 
they were ignorant of both matters until long after the expiration 
of the three years after their uncle’s death, they had not incurred 
the forfeiture of their proportion of their father’s share under 
the will. Mrs. Pinney admitted that she knew about her 
uncle’s death and of the provisions of the will in her favour 
before the expiration of the three years, but alleged that she had 


no such knowledge prior to her marriage, after which she was | 





bound to adhere to her husband, an American citizen, who was 
unwilling to leave America and go to Scotland. Mrs. PINNEY’s 
statement was not admitted by the trustees, but they did not 
dispute that her brothers were ignorant of her uncle’s death and 
of the provisions of his will until after the expiration of the three 
years. Lord GUTHRIE, sitting in the Outer House of the Court 
of Session, dismissed the claims of the two brothers. It had 
been argued that by the law of Scotland an ordinary clause of 
forfeiture would not operate in the absence of knowledge on the 
part of the persons against whom it was pleaded. It was 
unnecessary to decide this point, for the learned judge held that 
the testator had provided for intimation to his brother ALEXANDER 
and his three children, and that this intimation was duly made, 
The same result did not necessarily follow in the case of Mra. 
Pinney. The correspondence shewed that it was her marriage 
which prevented her from coming to Scotland with her father, 
and if shedid not voluntarily, with full knowledge of the facts, 
disable herself from fulfilling the condition imposed by her uncle, 
the learned judge, as at present advised, thought that it would 
be contra bonos mores to hold the forfeiture applicable in her case. 
This last ruling of Lord GuTHRIE is in accordance with 
Wilkinson v. Wilkinson (L. R. 12 Eq. 604) decided, by Sir JoHN 
Sruart, V.C., in 1871—a}decision which has never, to our know- 
ledge, been questioned in the English courts. 


Interrogation of Accused Persons by the 
American Police. 


THE AMERICAN newspapers give an account of the arrest of a 
young man who is charged with a murder of peculiar atrocity. 
We have no desire to express any opinion as to the weight of the 
evidence on which this charge is founded, but in the same news- 
papers we read that the prisoner after his arrest was subjected 
night and day to persistent cross-examination by the police, who, 
not content with plying him with questions, did their best to 
terrify him by false statements as to the evidence which had been 
collected in support of the charge. The criminal law and pro- 
cedure of the American States are supposed to be founded on 
that of England, and Englishmen who know how far the prisoner 
in this country is protected against all judicial questioning before 
or at the trial, will ask whether the criminal procedure of the 
American States has been changed, and whether they have adopted 
that which prevails in Continental countries. Some answer to 
this question is givenin a recent number of the American Law 
Review. The writer explains that the legal rule in the United 
States is similar to that in England, “ But prosecuting attorneys 
and police officers and police detectives do not hesitate to conduct 
the most searching, rigid, and often brutal examinations of accused 
or suspected persons, with aJl the appearance of legality and of 
having the power of the State behind them. The ordinary 
malefactor is bullied, and even sometimes starved and tortured, 
into confession by officers of the law.” No explanation is given 
of this painful disregard in an English-speaking community of 
the ordinary principles of equity and, justice. As a rule the 
police force in American towns is under municipal control, and 
it is almost unnecessary to say that there have been serious 
scandals affecting the municipal government of New York and 
other large cities. It may well be that the police are selected 
without regard to their character or reputation, and that after 
being appointed they are not subjected to proper supervision. 
But a stronger reason for the tolerance of abuses in the police 
force is probably the absence of a public feeling like that which 
in this country takes alarm at any instance of tyranny or 
oppression on the part of the officers of the peace. 


Nuisance from Attractive Shop Windows. 


WE READ that at a meeting of London traders it was resolved 
that a deputation should wait upon the Commissioners of Metro- 
politan and City Police with the object of obtaining the assist- 
ance of the police in regulating crowds in front of shops and 
some guidance as to the conditions under which shop windows 
may be so arranged as to cause spectators to assemble on the 
foot pavements. The object of the meeting was, in fact, to pro- 
test against the law which prohibits any dealer from exposing his 
wares for sale so as to be a nuisance in the public street. A 
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stationary crowd in front of a metropolitan shop is, perhaps, 
better behaved than it was a century ago, and brings fewer 
evils in its train. But its tendency is still to drive old persons 
and females from the footpath into the carriage way, to 
occasionally attract pickpockets, and to injure the business of 
neighbouring shops. But those present at the meeting thought 
little of these inconveniences. They were wholly dissatisfied 
with a system “which penalized the trader who shewed enter- 
prize in making shop windows specially attractive,” and drew 
attention to the fact that the police allowed the Strand, night 
after night, to be occupied by crowds waiting for the opening of 
the theatres. They also complained of the distinction made by 
the police, who interfere if the obstruction is caused by moving 
figures in the shop, but if the display is merely that of the trader's 
ordinary goods, take no notice, though in law there can be no 
difference. We can only say with regard to these observations 
that one nuisance does not justify another; that the obstruction 
from crowds in front of theatres is not, as arule, during the busy 
part of the day, and that, in any case, theatres are liable to 
roceedings for a nuisance. In days when our public thorough- 
ares are thronged with rushing motor carriages, it is no light 
matter that pedestrians should be driven from the foot pavement 
into the carriage way. The shop-keepers who attended the 
meeting are really asking to be allowed to carry on their business 
to the annoyance of the public. 


Pawnbrokers and Stolen Goods. 


THE POLICE magistrate for Westminster had recently before 
him a case in which the prisoner pleaded guilty to a number of 
charges of theft from the Army and Navy Stores, Harrod’s, 
Selfridge’s, and other shops. He had pledged the articles which 
he had stolen with a pawnbroker, who deposed that the prisoner 
always said that they were presents to him. The prisoner’s 
excuse—if excuse it can be called—was that he was led into 
theft by finding that pawnbrokers received the things which he 
had stolen without the least inquiry. The magistrate commented, 
as magistrates have often commented, upon the extraordinary 
facilities given by pawnbrokers for the disposal of stolen property. 
Expensive articles, quite new, had been taken in pledge for 
sums far beneath their value, and without the least investigation. 
While it cannot be disputed that there is ground for these 
observations, it is very difficult to think of any adequate remedy. 
The number of applicants for small advances is enormous. What 
proof of title to the goods pledged or of /ona fides is to be 
required? The pledgor would rather that his friends did not 
know of his transaction with the pawnbroker, and searching 
requisitions would send him away to someone who was less 
scrupulous. The Mont de Piété in Paris is said to give greater 
facilities than the English system for the recovery of stolen 
goods. It is said, on the other hand, that officialism, which must 
prevail where a large staff is employed, makes it more difficult 
for the poor to obtain advances. The French people are probably 
more thrifty, and are certainly more tolerant of red tape, than 
the inhabitants of this country. And it must, after all, be 
remembered that pawnbrokers are not the only persons who 
accept mendacious statements from the dishonest. Bankers, hotel 
keepers and experienced tradesmen are deceived in the same 
fashion. 


Implied Term in the Engagement of an Actor 
for a Fixed Period. 


THE Civit Court at Berlin has just given its decision upon the 
interpretation of a contract for the engagement of an actress by 
the director of a theatre. The actress complained that, although 
she was engaged at a high salary, the director had given her no 
parts of any but the smallest sort, and that during the previous 
year she had on 300 days no réle whatever assigned to her. 
The court gave its decision in her favour, holding that the contract 
must be taken to mean that the director was bound to assign her 
réles “‘in proportion to her knowledge and capacity,” and that 
where he had other equally capable actors at his disposal, he 
ought not to exclude one in particular but should give work to 
all in turn. If it were otherwise, actors and actresses of the 
higher ranks would be seriously injured, because they would 


easily lose their ordinary powers and suffer loss of reputation, 
The English courts have already given a similar decision jn 
Fechter v. Montgomery (33 Beav. 22), where a leading provincia] 
actor was engaged by the manager of a London theatre for a 
term of two years at a weekly salary ; and the Master of the 
Rolls held that, although there was no express provision on the 
subject, the contract was not merely an agreement to secure the 
services of the actor, but to give him an opportunity of appearing 
upon the London stage and before a London audience. This 
harmony between the decisions of nations governed by different 
systems of law may be explained by the modern tendency to 
endeavour to ascertain in the construction of agreements what 
was the common intention of the parties, and to refuse to be 
tied down by the literal meaning of the terms used. 








Constitutional Law. 


THE proposals for reforming or altering the constitution of the 
House of Lords, and the Parliamentary debates on the subject, 
have brought constitutional law into prominence recently. 
Now, constitutional law is, in England, so much a thing apart 
from the ordinary run of the practitioner’s interests that it may 
well happen that the practising lawyer is not more at home in 
discussing points to which public attention is drawn than the 
politician who is not a lawyer at all. It is well to recur to first 
principles occasionally. One of the very first principles of all 
is a right understanding of what is meant by constitutional law, 
and one cannot do better than quote Mr. Dicey (Law of the 
Constitution, p. 23): ‘The rules which make up constitutional 
law, as the term is used in England, include two sets of principles 
or maxims of a totally distinct character.” These two sets are, 
as explained a little further on, “laws” in the strict sense-— 
rules enforced by the courts, and “conventions” merely—not 
enforced by the courts. These two sets of rules Mr. Dicey calls 
respectively “ the law of the constitution,” and ‘‘the conventions 
of the constitution.” If any apology is needed for explicitly 
stating such elementary matters, it may be found in the fact 
that the expression “constitutional law” is so frequently used 
by public men in a loose and misleading manner. A recent 
speech of the present Attorney-General affords a ready 
illustration. As reported in the 7imes of April 1st, Sir WILLIAM 
Rosson said, in the course of the debate in the House of Com- 
mons (after pointing out that the Law Courts had nothing to 
do with the mutual privileges of the two Houses of Parliament) : 
‘Tt was a region in which no law existed except constitutional 
law, the law which was founded on custom, and constitutional 
law gave no legal remedy. It was sometimes said there was no 
wrong without a remedy—constitutional wrongs were without a 
remedy. What did constitutional law rest on? It rested on 
long practice, and custom was the basis of our law.” Such a 
description of constitutional law, of course, leaves out of account 
altogether statutory modifications of the constitution, as, for 
instance, the Union with Scotland Act, 1706, and the Union with 
Ireland Act, 1800. 

A passage from Blackstone’s Commentaries has been several 
times quoted recently, more than once in the House of Com- 
mons as an aid to the endeavour to extract information from 
the Prime Minister. This passage aptly illustrates the ‘ con- 
ventions” mentioned by Mr. Dicey. It occurs at p. 162 (lst 
ed.) of vol. 1 (Book I, Chapter II.): “All Bills likewise, that 
may in their consequences any way affect the rights of the 
peerage, are by the custom of parliament to have their first rise 
in the House of Peers, and to suffer no changes or amendments 
in the House of Commons.” It is well to remember, in quoting 
this “constitutional maxim” (as it has been called) from 
BLACKSTONE, that, as pointed out by Mr, Dicey, the expression 
‘constitutional law” is not used by BLACKSTONE at all. 

All proposals to alter the existing constitution and the 
functions of either House of Parliament by means of statutory 
enactment must, of course, if carried out, result in increasing the 
“legal” element of constitutional law at the expense of the 





“conventional” element. It has indeed been proposed, in one 
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notice of motion put down in the House of Commons, that 
“organic constitutional laws” should be established. But a 
more definite and concrete suggestion, which illustrates possible 
additions to the “ law of the constitution,” is the proposal to confer 
statutory authority upon the Speaker to determine whether a 
Bill sent up to the House of Lords is a money Bill or not. The 
effect of this was well stated by Mr. Gipson BOWLES in the 
course of debate (Times, April 5th), when he said that the 
Speaker would have to do what is usually entrusted to courts of 
law—construe an Act of Parliament in order to see whether 
any Bill came within the statutory definition of a money Bill. 
An alternative proposal has been made that the task of deciding 
whether a Bill is a money Bill or not should be committed to 
the Privy Council. Presumably in such a case it would actually 
be the Judicial Committee who would decide the question. In 
principle it seems to matter little what the tribunal is—the 
hardening of “ conventions” into “law” would necessitate some 
sort of outside authority to adjudicate on the validity of Bills or 
Acts that had to comply with statute law. 

The case of money Bills, and the necessity of determining 
whether or not a particular Bill came within the statutory 
definition, so as to bar the Upper House from touching it, is 
exactly illustrated by the Queensland case of 1886. What 
happened in Queensland would happen here. A dispute arose 
between the two Houses of the Queensland Legislature as to 
whether the Upper House could or could not properly amend a 
certain Bill—an Appropriation Bill containing provisions for 
payment of members of Parliament. Eventually the two Houses 
agreed to refer the matter to the Privy Council, and the Judicial 
Committee made a report embodying an opinion that the view of 
the Lower House was correct. This comes perilously near to 
being a decision of a dispute between two branches of the 
Legislature by a court of law. 

With respect to the decision of such questions by the courts 
of law, there is one practical difficulty which does not appear to 
have attracted any attention so far. Since the House of Lords 
is the final Appeal Court, questions submitted to the ordinary 
courts would ordinarily be liable to be taken on appeal to the 
House of Lords. The inconvenience of the House of Lords (even 
though actually the law lords only would constitute the House) 
deciding questions involving the rights of either House of Par- 
liament would be so great as to make the creation of a special 
tribunal almost a matter of necessity. In the United States— 
our great exemplar of judge made constitutional law—this diffi- 
culty does not, of course, occur, since the Legislature and the 
Judicature are completely separated, both technically and 
substantially. 

There is one more point of difference between the United 
States and the United Kingdom, as the latter would be under a 
system of “organic constitutional laws.” Any organic statute 
could always be repealed or altered by the British Legislature. 
The legislative authority of an existing Parliament cannot be 
limited by the enactments of its predecessors. This, of course, is 
not the case with the United States Legislature, which is incom- 
petent legally to go beyond the four corners of the fundamental 
laws of the constitution that enable it to legislate. The same 
rule applies to the self-governing dominions of the British Empire. 
This is one of the disadvantages of a “ paper” constitution. It 
may perhaps, after all, be found better to amend the British con- 
stitution through the machinery afforded by its “conventions” 
rather than resort to its “ law.” 








Trade Unions and Contracts in 
Restraint of Trade. 


THE position which trade unions occupy in the law, as legal for 
some purposes and illegal for others, raises, as the books shew, 
questions of considerable nicety, and a further contribution to 
their elucidation has been made by the Court of Appeal in Fussell 
Vv. Amalgamated Sociwty of Carpe nters and Joiners (1910, 1 K. B. 
506). Before the Trade Union Act, 1871, a trade union was an 


illegal society for all purposes, since its very object was to place 
either masters or workmen, or both, under restraints as regards 
trade, and, being illegal, the fact that its members acted in 
concert made them liable criminally under the law of conspiracy. 
Section 2 of the Act of 1871 put an end to the criminal liability 
by enacting that the purposes of a trade union should not, by 
reason merely that they were in restraint of trade, be deemed to 
be unlawful, so as to render any member of the union liable to 
criminal prosecution for conspiracy or otherwise ; and the same 
policy was carried further by the Conspiracy and Protection of 
Property Act, 1875, and the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, which 
removed successively the criminal and civil liability incurred by 
persons acting in combination in furtherance of a trade dispute. 
But the Trade Union Act, 1871, also enacted, by section 3, that 
the purposes of a trade union should not, by reason merely that 
they were in restraint of trade, bé unlawful so as to render void 
or voidable any agreement or trust, and, had the Act stopped 
there, it would seem that trade unions would have been legalized 
for all purposes. At any rate, the objectien of illegality on the 
ground of restraint of trade would not have stood in the way of en- 
forcement of agreements between the members infer se. But the 
Legislature, having got so far, proceeded in the following section to 
qualify very materially this legalization of trade union objects ; and 
section 4 enumerated various agreements which were not to be 
directly enforceable by virtue of the Act, though nothing in the 
section was to be deemed to constitute any of such agreements 
unlawful. The enumerated agreements include agreements for 
the application of the funds of a trade union to provide benefits for 
members. 

It is not easy to conjecture why this particular class of 
agreements was excluded from the benefit of the Act. Primd 
fucie the most praiseworthy object of a society of workpeople is to 
raise funds to be applied for their benefit, and it might have been 
thought that the Legislature, if it legalized trade union agree- 
ments at all, would have legalized agreements of this nature, and 
would have made them enforceable. They are essentiall 
different from agreements with regard to conditions on which 
members of a trade union shall be employed, which are also 
enumerated in section 4, and so excluded from the Act. It 
was pointed out, however, by JESSEL, M.R., in Rigby v. Connol (14 
Ch. D., p. 489), that the object of the partial legalizing of trade 
union agreements and trusts was to protect the members 
against the dishonesty of their own officials, and to enable them 
to recover property from third persons, but agreements between 
the members ier se were not intended to be made enforceable. 
“Tt was not intended,” said the Master of the Rolls, “that the 
contracts entered into by members of the society should be made 
legal contracts infer se, so that courts of justice should interfere 
to enforce them.” 

This result of the Trade Union Act, 1871, has rendered it 
necessary in a succession of cases to examine the rules of trade 
unions with a critical eye, and to ascertain whether it is possible 
to separate the rules under which a benefit is claimed by the 
plaintiff from the rules which are purely in restraint of trade. 
If this is possible, then the plaintitf is not concerned with the 
Trade Union Act, 1871, at all. His union, so far as regards the 
benefit rules, is not an illegal society, and there is nuthing at 
commen law to prevent his suing to enforce the agreement con- 
stituted by his membership under these rules. but if the separa- 
tion cannot be effected—if the benefit rules are so mingled with 
purely trade union rules and objects that the stamp of illegality 
at common law is on the whole—then the plaintiff would have 
to look to the statute to remove the illegality, and the statute 
gives him no help. His action is to enforce an agreement to 
provide benefits for members, and such an agreement cannot be 
directly enforced. In Ltighy v. Connol (supra) the plaintiff failed 
on this ground, but it does not seem to have been there suggested 
that the rules of the society could be separated into legal and 
illegal rules. In Swaine v. Wilson (24 Q. B. D. 252) the 
separation was made, but it was made upon the ground that the 
| general objects of the society were legal—that it was in fact a 
friendly society—and that the rules in restraint of trade were 
subordinate. “If,” said LinpLey, L.J., “the objects of the 





society are themselves legal, the introduction of some objection- 





402 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





April 9, 1910, 








able rules will at most only have the effect of rendering those 
particular rules invalid.” 

In Gommey v. Bristol Trade and Provident Society (1909, 1 
901) it was held that the rules of the defendant society were not 
illegal on the ground of restraint of trade, notwithstanding that 
the society was in the rules stated to be a trade union, and that 
they provided for nayment of strike pay. But Cozens-HaRpy, 
M.R., recognized the possibility of distinguishing between legal 
and illegal rules. “Even,” he said, “ if one particular rule in a 
society of this nature could be pointed out as being in restraint 
of trade, it would not prevent the court from exercising juris- 
diction for a breach of other rules not open to that objection.” 
In the recent case of ussell v. Amalgamated Society of Carpenters 
and Joiners (supra) the possibility of separating the rules has 
been discussed more fully than in the earlier cases, with the re- 
sult that the doctrine cannot be relied upon unless there is a 
complete separation of the friendly society purposes from the 


trade union purposes, a separation which did not there exist. | 


“This is not,” said VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, L.J., “(a case in which 
there is 2 complete separation of the purposes of the society as 
regards the fund applicable to what I may call friendly society 
purposes, and that applicable to the trade union purposes.” And 
as an instance of the manner in which the friendly society and 
trade union purposes were blended, he observed that a breach 
by a member of the trade union rules involved the liability to 
loss of all the friendly society benefits. ‘‘ That fact,” he added, 
“goes a very long way towards the conclusion that the main 
object of this society is that of a trade union and not that of a 
friendly society.” FARWELL, L..J., proceeded on the same principle 
of requiring complete separation of the friendly society and trade 
union purposes. “If,” he said, “ there were two distinct sets of 
rules constituting two distinct contracts with separate funds appli- 
cable respectively to militant and beneficent purposes, exclusively 
of each other, the case might be different ; but there are here no 


separate funds, and nothing to prevent funds standing to the credit , 


of benevolent purposes from being applied to militant purposes, and 
the two portions of the union are bound together by the indis- 


soluble nexus that members may be entirely expelled from the | 
society and lose all the benefit advantages by reason of some | 


breach of a militant rule,” 
The result is that, in considering whether the benefit rules of 


a trade union can be severed from others so as to render them | 


enforceable, it is necessary to regard them, not by themselves, but 
as a part of the entire scheme of the society’s constitution. If 
the society is primarily a trade union—that is, a society intended 
to impose restrictions on conditions of employment—and if the 
benefit of the friendly society portion of the rules is made de- 
pendent upon the member complying with the trade union rules, 
the whole rules form part of one scheme, and that an illegal 
scheme. Consequently, the court has no power to secure for 
members the benefits for which they have contracted. To enable 
the court to have this power, the society must have so framed its 
constitution and its rules that the trade union purposes and funds 
are distinct from the benefit purposes and funds, and that a 
member who offends against the former shall not lose his rights 
under the latter. This makes it less easy to take advantage of 
the distinction recognized in Swaine v. Wilson (supra), but it 
applies a more certain test than has hitherto been available. 


Reviews. 
The Public Authorities Protection Act. 


THe Pustic Autrnorities Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict 
c. 61), with Notes or ALL THE Cases THEREON, TABLE OF 
CoNTENTS AND Cases, AND INDEX. By F. J. ForperR LAMpParp, 

3arrister-at-Law. A. Chris. Fowler. 


The Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, effected a useful 
change in the form of the statute law as to limitation of time and 
payment of costs in actions brought against public authorities, and 
it allowed of the repeal of the numerous separate provisions as to 
these matters which were contained in particular statutes. In this 
respect it formed an important contribution to the simplicity and 
uniformity of the law. 


As to the propriety of the short limitation 


of time—six months—which it established, the same commendation 


, cannot be given, since in practice it is too short to insure compen- 


K. B 


sation for injury. Since it was passed, its provisions have been 
frequently before the courts, and in the present work Mr. Lampard 
prints the text of the Act and usefully explains it by reference to th, 
recent decisions. Important questions have arisen, for instance, as 
to the actions which are within the scope of the Act, and in 7h, 
Burns (1907, P. 137) it was held that, since the Act spoke of action 
‘“‘ against any person,” it did not extend to an action in vem. Again. 
in the case of continuance of injury or damage, the period of limita 
tion runs from its cessation, and the nature of continuing injury was 
considered in Hurl of Harrington v. Derby Corporation (1905, 1 Ch. 
205), and more recently in Hague v. Doncaster Rural District Coun- 
cil (100 L. T. 121). On these and other points Mr. Lampard’s book 
gives a clear statement of judicial views as to the construction of 
the statute, and it will be a useful guide in litigation affecting 
public authorities. 





Books of the Week. 


Butterworth’s Twentieth Century Statutes (Annotated) : being the 
Public General Acts Passed in the Years 1900-1909, excluding Acts 
in Force Only in Scotland, the Channel Islands, and the Isle of Man, 
Issued under the General Editorship of H. H. Kine, Esq., B.A,, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. In Five Volumes. Butterworth & Co, 

A Treatise on the Law Relating to Bankers and Banking Com. 
panies, including Notes and Cases Decided in the Canadian Courts, 
and an Appendix containing the Most Important English and 
Canadian Statutes in Force Relating Thereto. By the late James 
Grant, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Sixth Edition. By A. M. Lanepoy, 
Esq., K.C., M.A., B.C.L., and HeErpert Jacoss, Esq., B.A,, 
3arrister-at-Law, assisted by A. C. Forster Boutron, Esq. 
Barrister-at-Law. With a Chapter on Goods and Documents of Title 
to Goods, by Davin C. Leck, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Canadian 
Notes, by A. C. Forster Bouton, Esq. Butterworth & Co. 

The Sale of Goods Act, 1893, including the Factors Acts, 1889 
and 1890. By Sir M. D. CuHatmers, K.C.B., C.S.I. (Draftsman of 
the Act). Seventh Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

The Secretary’s Manual on the Law and Practice of Joint Stock 
Companies, with Forms and Precedents. By JAMEs FITZPATRICK, 
F.C.A., and T. E. Haypon, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Thirteenth 
Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 

The Transfer of Stocks, Shares, and other Marketable Securities : 
A Manual of the Law and Practice. By F. D. Heap, B.A. (Oxon.), 
Barrister-at-Law. Henry Good & Son. 

Evidence in Brief: A Clear and Concise Statement of the Princi- 
ples of Evidence. By V. DeEvEREUX KNowLEs, Barrister-at-Law! 
Second Edition. Effingham Wilson. 

Butterworth’s Workmen’s Compensation Cases. Vol. IIL, Quar 
terly Advance Sheets (Part [., 1910). Edited by DouGLas KNockeEr, 
Barrister-at-Law. Containing Complete Reports of all Cases 
Entered in the Lists of the House of Lords and Court of Appeal for 
Michaelmas Term, with Digest and Index. Butterworth & Co. 

Criminal Appeal Cases : Reports of Cases in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, March 11th, 12th, 1910. Edited by Herman Codey, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. [V., Part VI. Stevens & Haynes. 








Correspondence. 
Notice to Pay Off Mortgage. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Referring to your comments, under “Current Topics” in 
your last week’s issue, relative to your correspondent’s letter under 
the above heading, we would draw your attention to the wording of 
sub-section (i) of section 20 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 

It seems to us to be clear that the notice given to enable a sale to 
take place at the expiration of three months after the service of the 


| notice must be a notice requiring immediate payment, otherwise de- 


fault will not have been made in payment for three months after such 
service, for there can be no default until the time fixed for the pay- 
ment has arrived. This appears to make it clear that the mortgagor 
is entitled to pay as soon as the notice is served, and with interest 
up to payment only, as the mortgagee must of necessity have called 
upon him to pay at once, and therefore cannot be entitled to refuse 
the money. To hold that a man can be in default as to a payment, 
and yet not entitled to pay, would be a somewhat peculiar decision. 
FLETCHER & FLETCHER. 
15, Post Office-avenue, Southport, April 5. 
[We are not sure that section 20 (i) of the Conveyancing Act, 1831, 
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assists the matter, for, according to the judgment of Swinfen Eady, 
J.,in Barker v. Illingworth (1908, 2 Ch. 20), the default referred to 
in that section is not a default created by the notice, but default 
arising through non-payment on the day originally fixed.—Ep. S.J.] 





A Case for Charity. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r. | 


Sir,—The name of Mr. H. T. Darling was widely mentioned in 
the Press when he retired in 1905 from the position of usher, which 
he had occupied in the Courts of Justice for upwards of forty years. 
He was the doyen of the ushers, and was known to practically all 
the leading members of the legal profession throughout a long period. 

Mr. Darling is the recipient of a pension of less than £70 a year, 
and on his retirement he attempted to increase his means of liveli- 
hood, and use the services of those dependent on him, by keeping a 
lodging-house at a seaside town in Kent. Unfortunately, this 
venture turned out badly. Mr. Darling is now completely crippled 
by rheumatism and unable to do anything for his own support ; and 
owing to the:liabilities incurred in his unsuccessful enterprize, he is 
in the most urgent need of assistance. 

[ feel that many members of the legal profession might like to 
save this veteran servant of the law from the extremity of destitu- 
tion in his old age, and [ shall be glad to receive any subscriptions 
which may be sent for the purpose. They should be addressed to 
Messrs. Bull & Bull, 3, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Wituiam Butt. 

Vencourt, King-street, Hammersmith, W., April 2. 





‘““Cestuis que trustent.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—On page 377 of the Sortcrrors’ JourNAL of the current 
volume, you use the words “cestu’s que trustent.” This is in 
accordance with the usual usage of the profession, I am aware, but 
surely it is quite wrong, as the word “trust” is a noun, not a verb. 
The words at length would be cestuis qui ont le trust. 


The barbarism cestucs que trustent disfigures most conveyancing | 


books, but there is not any reason why it should also disfigure your 
columns. E. T. HARGRAVEs. 
52, Coleman-street, London, E.C., April 5. 


[See observations under the head of “ Current Topies.”—Eb. S.J. 








Common Law. 


Estate Duty—Foreign Bonds.—By sections 1 and 2 of the | 
Finance Act, 1894, estate duty is payable on all property passing on | 
the death of any person, with certain exceptions, ae include 
property situate out of the United Kingdom and not comprised in | 
previous Acts. Foreign bonds and certificates payable to bearer, | 
passing by delivery, and marketable on the London Stock Exchange, 
are property, and not merely documents of title to property ; and if 
they are physically situate in England at the time of the owner's 
death they are liable to estate duty.— WINANS v. ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
(H.L., Dec. 7) (54 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 133 ; 1910, A. C. 27). 


Income Tax—Incorrect Return.— By section 52 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1842, every person chargeable is to deliver a “ true and correct 
statement” of his income. By section 55, “if any person who ought 
by this Act to deliver any list, declaration, or statement as aforesaid, 
shall refuse or neglect so to do within the time limited” by notice, 
he shall be liable to a penalty. This penalty is recoverable from a 
person who delivers an incorrect statement, not fraudulently but 
negligently—that is, not according to the best of his judgment and 
belief. — ATTORNEY GENERAL v. Tru (H.L., Dec. 8) (54 SoLicrTors’ 
JOURNAL, 132 ; 1910, A. C. 50). 


Trade Union Funds—Application to Political Purposes.—The 
application of the funds of a registered trade union to political 
purposes (such as parliamentary representation) is illegal ; and any | 
rule of a trade union, whether original or introduced by way of 
amendment, which purports to authorize such application is ultra | 
vires, —AMALGAMATED Society OF RAILWAY SERVANTS v. OSBORNE | 
(H.L., Dec. 21) (54 Soticirors’ JoURNAL, 215 ; 1910, A. C. 87). 





| The cases of BR. v. Davidson and Others (1889, 5 T. L. 
| 2. v. Birwistle and Others (1889, 58 L. J. M. C. 158) were cited in 


| support. 


| 
| 
Points to be Noted. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

FORSTER v. FORSTER. Evans, P., and Bargrave Deane, J. 
5th April. 

SUMMARY JURISDICTION (MARRIED WomeN) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vicr. 
c. 39)—Finp1nG or Fact sy JusticEs—APPEAL TO DivisIoNAL Court 
DIFFERENT INFERENCE OF FACT. 

A Divisional Court of this Division is not bound by the finding of 
fact on the part of justices who have made an order under the Summary 
Jurisdiction (Varried Women) Act, 1895, but is entitled to draw a 
different inference of fact from the evidence. 

Per Bargrave Deane, J., the rule adopted in the Divorce Division, that 
the evidence of a wife should be corroborated, is applicable to case 
under this Act. 





Appeal from order of Manchester justices, whereby the appellant 
husband was found to have deserted the respondent, his wife. Evidence 
in support of the respondent’s application consisted of her own and 
that of her daughter. The husband gave evidence against the allega- 
tion of desertion. During the argument Bargrave Deane, J., said that 
separation orders were too common and too easily granted, and that, as 
in the Divorce Court, the evidence of a wife must be corroborated. 
The facts were of no legal interest, but counsel for the respondent 
contended that the Divisional Court was bound by the finding of fact 
in the court below, the demeanour of the witnesses being all-important. 
R. 199) and 


Evans, P., said that, in his opinion, the court was not bound by the 
justices’ finding of fact. On the same facts the court was entitled 


| under the rules to draw a different inference of fact and to come to 


the conclusion that there was no desertion. The cases cited did not 


| apply, for they related to cases stated by inferior courts for the 


Divisonal Court of the King’s Bench Division. [The learned President 
then proceeded to deal with the evidence, and stated that he considered 
it insufficient for a finding of desertion. ] 

BarGRAVE Deane, J., concurred. 

The case was accordingly adjourned, with a view to the wife rejoining 


, her husband, his counsel having extended an invitation to her to do so. 


CouNSEL, Bay ford; F. Newholt. SOLICITORS, Nichol on & Co., for 
Ek. A. Connor, Manchester; . 2. Keele, for 7’. W. Harris, Manchester. 


[Reported by Dicsy Cotes-Preepy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


HODGSON ». OWNERS OF WEST STANLEY COLLIERY. 
27th Jan. ; 3rd March. 

MASTER AND SERVANT—COMPENSATION—DEPENDENTS—SAME ACCIDENT 
Caustnc DeatH or HusBAND AND Sons—CLaImM BY APPLICANT AS 
Wipow AnD MorHer—WHOLE OR PARTIAL DEPENDENCY ON HUSBAND 
CHILDREN CONTRIBUTING TO Support OF MorHER—WORKMEN’S Com 
PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 13. 

The question of dependency is a question of fact. Therefore, where 
the sons lived with their parents, to whom they gave all their earnings, 
and those earnings, together with the father’s, formed one common 
fund, out of which the whole household was maintained, and in the 
same accident the father and the sons were killed, the widow can 
claim compe nsation in respect ob the death of her husband and also 
for the death of her sons. 

' Decision of the Court of Appeal (reported 53 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL 

732. 33 L. J. K. B. 1066) reversed. 

Senior v. Fountains & Burnley (Limited) (1907, 2 X. B. 563) ano 
McClean and Wife v. Moss Bay Iron and Steel Co. (Limited) (25 
7. L. R. 633) (followed in Court of Appeal in this case) discussed and 
distinguished. 

Appeal by the applicant from a judgment of the Court of Appeal 
affirming an order of the County Court judge of Durham upon a special 
case stated by the committee under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906. The facts were shortly these: The applicant was the widow 
of a collier named Anthony Hodgson. The latter’s family consisted 


| of himself, his wife (the present appellant), a son, Joseph, aged 25; 


another son, Sidney, aged 19, and six other children. The father 
and the two sons Joseph and Sidney were all employed in the West 
Stanley Colliery. The father’s average weekly earnings were £2 I1s., 
with house and coals. The average weekly wage of Joseph was 
£2 3s. 6d., and that of Sidney £2 6s. 7d. The sons lived with their 
parents, to whom they gave all their earnings, and such earnings, 
together with the father’s, formed one common fund, out of which the 


whole household was maintained. In February, 1909, there was an 
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accident at the colliery, and both the father and the two 
killed. The widow, on behalf of herself and the six surviving children, 
whose ages varied from 17 to two years, made appl on unde 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and claimed compensation in 


respect of the death of all three men. The county court judge wa 
of opinion, having regard to decisions in the Court of Appeal 

Senior v. Fountain & Burnley (Limited) (1907, 2 K. B. 563 nd 

McClean and Wife v. M Bay Tron and Steel ¢ Limited) (28 
T. L. R. 633), that he was bound to hold that the applicants were 
wholly dependent on the father, and he made hi iward on that 
footing, awarding the widow £300 in respect of the death of he: 


husband only. But he intimated that if he was not bound by the 
authorities, or had misapplied them to this case, then he was pre 
pared to award the widow £250 in respect of the death of her husband, 
£100 in respect of the death of her son Joseph, and £19U in respect 
of the death of her son Sidney. The Court of Appeal affirmed the 
decision of the county court judg 








Tue Hovse having taken time, 

Lord Loresurn, C., in giving judgment, said that liability in respect 
of the death of the husband was admitted, but two objections were 
raised to the widow receiving compensation in respect of her tw 
sons’ deaths. The first objection was that though there were three 
deaths in this accident, yet the applicant could n 
than the maximum — ided in the schedule in respect of one work 
man’s death. There w not a word in the Act to justify that 
contention. The Act did not say that dependant uld not receive 








recover more 


more than the maximum, but only that an employer should not be 
required to pay more than the max n in respect of one workman's 
death. How that could limit the er’s liabilit the same 





1 


sum, whether the number of deaths were one, t . or three, his 
lordship could not understand. Then it was argued that the mother 








was in the eye of the law wholly dependent upon her d 1 husband, 
and, being so, could not possibly be in any degree dependent upon her 
two deceased sons, for that would involve a logical contradiction In 
this case such a presumption was diametrically opposed the facts. 
The mother was not in law wholly pendent on | late husband. 
She and her family were dependent upon those who supplied them 
with the means of sul her husband and | two wa 
earning sons. After refen two cases W hic] h had | n considered 
by the Court of Appeal iship said it e thing to say 
that in a particular a father was partly his sor 
contributions because they assisted him in legal duty 
of maintaining his fan ; it was quite d rent y that 
in all cases while the father was alive the m ther w is wl dependent 
upon him. The Act vw full of difficulties, but so far as the present 
subject was concerned 1 provisions were simple er [If a worl 


man was killed in accident, all wt were dey | upon him 
(within the prescribed limit of kir might claim compensation from 
the employer. If two they might t e claim 








rkmen were K 





and so on according to the number of workmen killed The employe: 
was protected by a statutory limit of liability in regard to each of 
the deaths. It was for the arbitrator or unty com id { 

tain, purely as a question of fact, who were dependent and to 
extent, and what they were to receive, and so on il rdance with 
the directions of the Act There no room that | ild see for 
legal presumptions. He thought that the appeal sl d be al ed. 
and there should be a declaration that Mary Hodg ind hei 
viving children were dependent upon the earnings of the three dead 
men, and that she and the surviving children were entitled to re 
compensation in respect of the death of each of the de ed persons. 
His lordship desired to say that he thought it would be an error is 
view to hold that because the widow was only partially dependent upon 
the husband's eart ‘s, therefore she could not recei the full sum of 
£300 in respect of death Her loss by his death r be £2 
though she was or ly part lly dependent upon him He did not 


that was so in this case. All he desired to point out was that the sum 
awarded should be proportionate to the injury. 

Lord MACNAGHTEN read a judgment to the same effect 

Lord Cottrins agreed 


Lord SHAw, in concurring, said he thought that Senior’s case was 


founded on misapprehension, and was erroneou The inty court 
judge there came to the conclusion ‘‘ that the mot} ind younger 
children were not wholly dependent on the father earnings.’’ He 


ersing that 
in fact; and the 





thought that was a conclusion and finding of fact I 
conclusion the court was truly reversing a ¢ ion 





finding or opinion that the mot ther ind l I treated as 
wholly dependent on the father’s earnings w: 1 departure from the 
facts found, and was not ompetent to a yurt of legal review. Follow 


came that of McClean and Wife v. 


ttl 
. (Limited) (1909, 2 K. B. 521 


ing the judgment in Se7 
Moss Bay Tron and Steel | C 


ship concurred in the dissenti jucdume of Buel L.J ‘ 
present case, in which he full hared the of of J 
O'Connor As to the Lrish case of ( 19 m &. 3 
135), it followed from the opinion |} le had already expressed 
that he agreed with the dissenting jud r the late I zoibl tf fe 
in that case also. Appeal allowed with GCounsex,. Pufus 7 


K.C., and Léwenthal, for the appellant; Sir P. Finlay, K.C., Mitchell 
Innes, K.Cy, and Griffiths Jones, for the respondents SoLIcIToRS 
Hyman Tsaags d Lewis, for Ise d& Heath, Sunderland: Rawle, 
Johnstone, d&: Co., for Cr oper & Goodge Newcastle-up Ty ne 


[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Court of ‘Appeal. 


PACIFIC STEAM NAVIGATION CO. No. 2, 

2ith Feb. 

MASTER AND SERVANT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
REVIEW—WEEKLY PaymMreNT—Res JvupicaTa—CHANG i Ul . 
STANCES—WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Eb. 7 58), Fir 
SCHEDULE, CLAUSES 3, 16. 


RADCLIFFE 





Gn an application by the employe rs to re vie w an award “vader t 


Workmen's ¢ ompensation Act, 1900, the county court judge was f 
chances of employment were somewhat, but 


opinion that the workman’ 
not very materially, diminished by the accident, and he redu l the 
award accordingly. Subsequently the t] 
admitted that there was no che nge in f 
physical condition, but tendered that nee the pr 
he aring he had re peate dly applied jor employme nt, but had } i # 
btain it on account of his resulting from the accident The 
county court qudge entertained the application, and made an award 


workman applied to 1 
reduced payment. It was 
¢ vide 7LCE was 


condition, 


increased payment, 


Held, that the doctrine of res judicata did not apply to the de 


the « unty court judge at the previous hearing, and that the7 being 


competent for h i 


should be jealously 


evidence to shew a chang of circumstances it was 
review his 


rutinized. 


although such applications 


} 
Trewara, 


Appeal from an award of the judge of the Liverpool County Court 
sitting as arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The 
facts were as follow : Radcliffe was employed as butcher’s mate 
of the appellants’ vessels. In 1907 he met with an accident 





of which the appellants admitted liability. Part of one of il 
is amputated. He was awarded in March, 1908, 15s. a week during 
incapacity. On the 17th of May, 1909, the appellants applied for review 
or termination of the kly payment as from the 12th of May, on the 
ground that the respondent was not at that date or any date 
thereto incapacitated from following his employment by reason of the 
accident ; evidence was given to the effect that the respondent had beer 
doing his old work for the appellants, which was the best proof of his 
bility. The respondent gave evidence that by reason of the loss of 
his finger he could not, after his employment with the appellants came 
) end, procure other employment at the abattoir or at a private 
butcher’s through the injury to his hand. The county court judge, on 
the 24th of June, 1909, held that the respondent’s chances of employ 
ment were somewhat, though not very materially, reduced by the loss of 
{ rst finger at the joint, and he reduced the payment as from the 
\7th of May, 1909, to ls. per week. The respondent 
October, 1909, applied to review this weekly payment. It was admitted 
that his physical condition was the same as in June. He proposed t 
prove that repeated applications in all likely quarters since June had 
iblished his inability to obtain employment, because doctors would 
not pass him as fit for service on board ship as a butcher. But it 
mtended by the appellants that this was ves judicata, and that su 
evidence could be admitted The county court judge did not accept 
this contention, and increased the payment from 1s. to 15s. From this 
iward the employers appealed. 
THe Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and 
Bucktey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 2 he 





subsequent 






ti 


on the 20t 





FLETCHER MovuLtTon and 


material statutory provisions are claus« 


the fwst schedule and clause 16 of the same schedulk [t must never 
be forgotten that a review under clause 16 is not an appeal, nor is it a 
rehearing. It implies the introduction of new elements, or—as has been 


a change of circumstances. It is not at first obvious that 

any way apply to an award whi 

expressly made liable to review. But it has been held, and I think 
award stating that a man’s wages at the date of 


doctrine of res judi ata can in 


htly held, that an g 
the accident were z shillings cannot be reviewed on such a point: (7 
held d Sons (Limited) v. Tanian (1900, 2 Q. B. 629). That is a positive 
admitting of a change of circumstances and not : 
, leration would prevent the reop 
ird finding that A.B. is or is not a dependent, On the 
it has been held that an award based upon medical opinion of a man’s 
al condition at one time in no way prevents a diffe rent 
p init nt date when experience may have proved that the 
the doctors were wri me: Sharman Hollida : & Green wood 
1904, 1 K. B. 235). In the language of Lord C: (p. 2 
think there is a change of circumstances where peste ient experiment 


opinion The same consi 








has shewn that the previous opinion based on expert evidence was 
vron ; The present Case, though — uishable from Sharman Vv 
Hlalliday d+ Greenw 1 (Limited ), ous . I think. to be verned by the 


] 






prir ple there laid down. True, it is not a question of the inaccuracy 
f ¢ rt medical evidence ; nor, on the other hand, is it a questior 
tive fact In June the county court judge came t he lusion 
t the man is able to d lis worl d (2 } hia « f 
empl rent ere no ery material! d ] | | 
i i is ob isly a matter not of fact, but rather of opi! 
The subsequent experience may well have establisl ] Inaccul I 
this opinion, and this is a change of circumstances hich justi 





review 


! lew an aw 


Although T think it is competent to the county court judg to 
ard similar to that which was made in June, it is ght to 
idd that any such application should be jealously, 
further, that great care must be taken not to allow tl ‘ea tation: 





tinized. And, 
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the general labour market to justify a review. But a workman is 
entitled to say that, although the physical effects of an accident may 
have disappeared or may be altered, yet he, as a damaged man, may be 
more and more handicapped in the labour market as years pass by. The 
unwillingness of masters to employ men suffering from any infirmity 
has been greatly increased by the Workmen’s Compensation Act, and 
this is a circumstance which cannot be disregarded. The appeal must 
be dismissed, with costs. 

FietcHeER Movtton and Bucxtey, L.JJ., also delivered judgment to 
the same effect, dismissing the appeal.—CounseL, C. A. Russell, K.C., 
and F. Cuthbert Smith; Horridge, K.C., and Rigby Swift. Soticrrors, 
Botterell & Roche, for Weightman, Pedder, & Co., Liverpool; Rawle, 
Johnstone, & Co., for Bremner, Sons, d& Corlett, Liverpool. 

[Reported by J. I. Srrrimne, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HIGGINS ». HIGGINS. CARTER v. CARTER. No. 2. 17th Feb. 


Drvorce—Kinqa’s Proctor’s INTERVENTION—DIRECTION OF ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL—MATRIMONIAL Causes Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vicr. c. 144), 
s. 7—INTERVENTION DismMissED—MatTRimoniaAL Causes Act, 1878 
(41 & 42 Vicr. c. 19), s. 2—Cosrs. 

The costs of every intervention, whether by the King’s Proctor or 
any other person, are im the discretion of the court, and the King’s 
Proctor does not occupy any position of special advantage. He may, 
therefore, be ordered to pay the costs of an unsuccessful intervention. 


heard together, raised the 
question whether the King’s Proctor ought to be ordered to 
pay the costs of an _ unsuccessful intervention. In the first 
case the King’s Proctor asked the court to rescind a decree nisi 
upon the ground that at the hearing of the suit the petitioner withheld 
certain material facts from the knowledge of the court. The suit was 
brought by the husband, who alleged that his wife, the respondent, had 
committed adultery with the co-respondent, a man named Minor. In 
the first instance the wife failed to put in any answer, but upon an 
allegation that this omission was due to some oversight, and upon filing 
an affidavit in which she denied the adultery, she was allowed to file an 
answer raising that issue. The case was tried, the wife was found 
guilty, and the decree nisi was pronounced on the 28th of March, 1908. 
The King’s Proctor was then put upon inquiry, and on the 29th of 
September, 1908, he filed a plea showing cause why the decree should 
not be made absolute. His allegations were that from 1887 until 
1902 the petitioner was guilty of great cruelty to his wife, and further, 
that he had committed adultery with a woman named Annie Hanbury 
on many occasions between the years 1887 and 1892, and had com- 
mitted adultery with other women whose names were unknown, and 
as a consequence had communicated a disease to his wife in the year 
1891. Bigham, P., was of opinion that the King’s Proctor had failed 
to make out his allegations, and that his appeal must be dismissed. 
On the question of costs his lordship, in a considered judgment, 
was of opinion that according to the authorities, where the 
King’s Proctor had intervened and had conducted the intervention 
proceedings properly in the simple discharge of his duty, it was not 
the practice of that court to give costs against him, even though his 
intervention failed. The intervention must therefore be dismissed 
without costs. The petitioner appealed on the question of costs. In 
the second case the suit was originally brought by the wife, who 
alleged her husband’s desertion, cruelty, and adultery. The petition 
was filed on the 29th of January, 1908; it was undefended, and a 
decree nist was pronounced on the 24th of July, 1908, on the grounds 
of the husband’s desertion and adultery. The King’s Proctor inter- 
vened, and filed his plea on the 4th of February, 1909, alleging that 
the desertion had never taken place, and that the decree was obtained 
by collusion. That intervention came before the President on the 
15th of March, 1909. The wife’s solicitors in the meanwhile had 
communicated with the King’s Proctor to the effect that she had put 
forward the allegation of desertion under misapprehension, and she 
withdrew the charge. The decree nisi was accordingly rescinded, and 
she was ordered to pay the costs. But it was stated that she proposed 
to file a fresh petition alleging her husband’s cruelty and adultery. 
Her counsel inquired whether the adultery would have to be re-proved, 
and the President thought that it had better be re-proved, and that the 
King’s Proctor should watch the case when it came on again. A 
new petition, with extra charges of cruelty and adultery, was accord- 
ingly filed, and the King’s Proctor obtained the directions of the 
Attorney-General to intervene, and in pursuance to that direction 
alleged collusion between the husband and wife in respect to the 
original charge of desertion and also in respect to the adultery; he 
further denied that the respondent was guilty of adultery and cruelty. 
The issues of adultery and cruelty (the latter of which it was unneces- 
sary to prove at the first trial) were tried, and Bargrave Deane, J., 
found as a fact that the King’s Proctor had failed to prove collusion, 
and that the wife had established the charges of cruelty and adultery 
against her husband, and on those findings he had pronounced a decree 
nisi. In a considered judgment on the question of costs (reported ante, 
p. 102), Bargrave Deane, J., said that he did not think that the case 
of Westcott v. Westcott (1898, P. 250) could have been fully brought 
to the attention of the President in Higgins v. Higgins, as the state- 


These two appeals, which were 





ment of the President that it was the practice of the court not to order | 
the King’s Proctor to pay costs in cases where there was no reason to 
blame his action was opposed to the judgment in Westcott v. Westcott | 


(supra). 


In his opinion, the words of section 2 of the Matrimonial ! 





Causes Act, 1878, gave the court an absolutely unfettered discretion as 
to costs. One case should not be cited against another with the object 
of establishing a common practice on the point. There was no common 
practice. The only common practice was for the judge to do justice 
in each case. His lordship accordingly dismissed the King’s Proctor’s 
intervention with costs. The King’s Proctor appealed on the question 
of costs. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FLeTrcHER Movtton and 
Bucktey, L.JJ.) allowed the first appeal and dismissed the second. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., read the following judgment: These two 
appeals, which are presented by leave of the President and Bargrave 
Deane, J., relate only to costs, but they involve the consideration of 
the position of the King’s Proctor as unsuccessful intervener in 
divorce proceedings, and the nature and extent of his duties and 
privileges. By section 7 of the Act of 1860 every decree for a divorce 
is in the first instance to be a decree nisi, and during the period, now 
six months, before it can be made absolute, *‘ any person’’ may show 
cause why it should not be made absolute by reason of its having 
been obtained ‘‘ by collusion or by reason of material facts not brought 
before the court.’’ The section goes on to provide that any person 
may give information to the King’s Proctor of any matter material 
to the decision of the case, who may thereupon take such steps as the 
Attorney-General may deem necessary or expedient. Now, it was 
decided by the House of Lords in Lautour v. Queen's Proctor (10 
H. L. C. 685) that if the King’s Proctor takes proceedings under that 
part of section 7 to which I have referred he appears only as one 
of the public giving information to the court, and not as a litigant 
entitled to receive or liable to pay costs. It is otherwise if he inter- 
venes under the second part of section 7, upon the ground of collusion 
only. Nothing turns upon that part of section 7. The law on this 
point was amended by the Act of 1878. By section 2, where the King’s 
Proctor ‘‘or any other person’’ intervenes and shows cause against a 
decree nisi, the court is authorized to make such order as to the costs 
of the King’s Proctor or of any other person who shall intervene or 
shew cause or of any party to the suit occasioned by such intervention 
or shewing cause ‘‘as may seem just.’’ And provision is made that 
the Treasury may, if it thinks fit, order any costs which the King’s 
Proctor shall by order of the court pay to a party to the suit to be 
deemed part of the expenses of his office. Now, on the construction of 
this section, it is plain that there is jurisdiction to order the King’s 
Proctor to pay the costs of an unsuccessful intervention. And there 
is nothing to indicate that he is placed in a different position from 
‘‘any other person’’ except in so far as he has the public purse to 
fall back upon. It has been strenuously argued by the Attorney- 
General that as the King’s Proctor has highly important and delicate 
duties cast upon him in the public interest, and as he acts reasonably 
upon such information as reaches him, and under the direction of the 
Attorney-General, he ought not to be ordered to pay costs if the inter- 
vention should ultimately fail, and that the party who obtained the 
decree nisi ought to regard the costs of resisting the intervention as 
part of the price of obtaining the decree absolute, and the analogy of 
the wife’s costs was relied upon. This analogy fails, for the liability 
to pay the wife’s costs depends upon statute or upon rules having 
statutory effect, and there is no such provision with respect to the 
King’s Proctor’s costs. I am unable to assent to the contention of the 
Attorney-General. It seems to me that by the Act of 1878 the costs 
of every intervention, whether started by the King’s Proctor or by 
‘‘any other person,’’ are in the discretion of the court, which is the 
meaning of the words “‘as may seem just,’’ and that we ought not to 
assent to the suggestion that the King’s Proctor occupies a position 
of special advantage. The petitioner for a divorce has been obliged 
to incur heavy costs by reason of the intervention, which, though 
reasonably started, has been proved to be without justification. 
Common fairness requires that, in the absence of some qualifying cir- 
cumstances, the petitioner should recover.these costs from the inter- 
vener. If the intervener is a private person he will be personally 
liable. If the intervener is the King’s Proctor the burden will not 
really fall upon him, but upon the public whom he represents. Both 
the President and Bargrave Deane, J., seem to have taken this view, 
but the President considered that he was bound by the settled practice 
of the Divorce Court that the King’s Proctor should never be ordered 
to pay costs unless he had acted unreasonably. It seems to me that 
a statutory discretion given to the judge ought to be exercised with 
reference to the facts of the particular case before him, unfettered 
by any supposed settled practice. But I am satisfied that there is no 
such settled practice as is suggested. I need only refer to the con- 
sidered judgment of the late President in Westcott v. Westcott. It 
only remains to deal with the particular cases. In Higgins v. Higgins 
there is no difficulty. The President would, in his discretion, have 
ordered the King’s Proctor to pay the costs of the intervention, but 
for the supposed settled practice. I feel no doubt that such an 
exercise of discretion would have been just. The appeal must be 
allowed, with costs. In Carter v. Carter Bargrave Deane, J., in the 
exercise of his discretion, ordered the King’s Proctor to pay the costs 
of the intervention, and I see no reason to doubt that his discretion 
was properly exercised. The petitioner was condemned in the costs of 
an earlier intervention, in which the King’s Proctor succeeded. But 
this circumstance in no way justifies the contention that the costs of 
the subsequent intervention, in which he failed, should not be paid 
by him. I may add that the learned judge, who saw the petitioner 
in the witness-box, believed her testimony, and expressly exonerated 
her from moral blame. This appeal must be dismissed with costs. 
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FLETCHER Movutton and Bucktry, L.J.J., delivered judgments to the 
same effect.—CounsEL, Sir W. Pobson, A.G., Rawlinson, K.C., Gill, 
K.C., and W. O. Willis; Barnard, K.C., and Bayford SOLICITORS, 
The King’s Proctor; Smith, Rundell, d& Dods; Braby d& Waller. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrettne, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 

Re WHITELEY. BISHOP OF LONDON WHITELEY., 
23rd Feb. 

-Brquest or Lecacy To PurcHASE SITE FOR HOMES 


POWER Of! 


Eve, J. 


POWER 
\LAJORITY 


CHARITY 
or TRUSTEES TO SELECT MORE THAN ONE SITE 
or Trvusters TO Binp MINORITY. 

A testator hequer (hed £1,000,000 to tr tee upon ft t from time to 
time to day out suthcient parts thereof in the pu chase of lands asa 
site for homes for aged poor, and t be called *‘ Whiteley Homes for 
the Aged Poor.” 

Held, that the truste were not entitled to select more than one site 
for the Homes 

Held, also, that in selecting 
homes the decision of the najpority of the trustees would be bir ding on 
the minority. 


euch site ar gene) ly 4 } nding the 





s asking (1) whether upon the true construction of 
ley Homes must be erect site in one 


be er ted on one or 


This was a sum 
the will the White 
particular locality o1 





whether the same might 
more sites ; vhether in the selection of such site or sites and 
generally in founding the homes the decision of the m ity of the 
Whiteley Homes trustees was binding on the minority. testator 
directed his general trustees to pay £1,000,000 out of his residuary 
moneys to the Whiteley Homes trustees, who were to stand possessed 
of the same upon trust from time to time to lay out a sufficient part 
or sufficient parts of the legacy in the purchase of lands of freehold 
tenure situate in some or one of the western suburbs of London or in the 
adjacent country, and if possible and convenient within ten miles of 
Charing Cross, and to be selected by the Whiteley Homes trustees as 
a site for the erection of buildings to be used and occupied as homes 
for aged poor persons, and to be called ‘‘ Whiteley Homes for the 
Aged Poor,’’ or by such other name as the trustees should think fit, 
but so that the name ‘‘ Whiteley’”’ should form part of such name. 
And the testator declared it to be his wish that the site to be selected 
should be in as bright, cheerful, and healthy a spot as possible, and 
that in selecting such site the trustees should so far as might be choose 
a soil of gravel, sand, or chalk. The testator also declared that the 
buildings to be erected for the homes should be of good and substantial 
character and of a plain and useful design, and that an outdoor shelter 
should be provided as part of such buildings. The testator also declared 
that the number of the Whiteley Homes trustees should at all times be 
kept up to not less than nine. The present summons was taken out 
by eight out of the ten trustees, the other two trustees being the 
defendants William Whiteley and Frank Ernest Whiteley, the testator’s 
sons. 


Eve, Be Of the two questions raised on this summons the one 


and (2) 











involves only the construction of a particular will, the other relates | 


to a matter of more general importance By the first 
court is asked to determine whether, according to the true construc 
tion of the will, the homes, for the erection and maintenance of which 
the testator so generously provided, must be erected on a single site o1 
whether it is open to the trustees at their discretion to select, within 
the limits imposed by the testator, more than one site for such erection. 
In approaching the consideration of this question the magnitude of the 
bequest and the improbability, which the testator himself appreciated, 
of the whole sum being available at one and the same moment of time 
for payment to the trustees must not be lost sight of, nor must the 
wish and intention of the testator, obvious throughout his will, that 
his benefactions of a public character should be permanently and 
prominently associated with his name be disregarded. I think it is 
impossible to read the will without coming to the conclusion that the 
testator was a man of strong individuality, the nature of whose 
charitable dispositions was in part determined by his wish therewith 
to identify his personality, and thereby to perpetuate his memory. 
Bearing these matters in mind, and turning now to the clauses of the 
will dealing with the particular bequest under consideration, I think 
the use of such phrases as ‘‘ from time to time’’ and “ name or names ”’ 
each occurring twice in clause 31, and of the word ‘‘lands”’ in the 
plural in clauses 31, 32, and 33, is consistent with either view urged 
before me. As I have pointed out, the testator ntemplated that the 
bequest would probably be satisfied by periodical payments, and, apart 
from this, even if the whole legacy had been paid over in one sum, 
no one would expect the trustees to acquire by one purchase, or at 
one time, the whole of the land required for the trust onsiderations 
which, in my opinion, are amply sufficient to account for the use of 
the expression ‘‘from time to time’’ and of the word ‘‘lands”’ and 
not ‘‘land.’’ The alternative ‘‘name or names’”’ is discounted by the 
use of the singular ‘“‘name”’ in clause 38, where the question of 
nomenclature is particularly dealt with, and even as an alternative 
would not be inappropriately applied to a single aggregation of homes, 
some used for male and others for female inmates. Treating the expres- 
sions with which I have now dealt as ambiguous in the sense that 


question the 


| of case with which he was there dealing; and I think 











they are not necessarily confined to either alternative, the majority of 
the trustees who advocate what I may call the distributive construction 
are forced to rely on the direction that the lands to be purchased are 
o be ‘situate in some or one of the western suburbs of London 
adjacent country,’’ as establishing their contention. I say 
his because, in my opinion, all that follows in the will relating to 
i st is more indicative of a single site than of a multipli ty 
{m I justified in holding as a matter of construction that 
idications are controlled by the direction above referred to? 
whole I do not think that I am, and very largely for this 
that the testator directs the purchase of lands in some or one 








reason 
of the western suburbs, or in the adjacent country to bs 
‘ ~ @ site or s 


site ’’ for the homes—not, be it observed, as 
site for that which I believe he contemplated should be 
and concentrated memorial of his charity. It may be that 





or’’ has inadvertently crept in between the words ‘‘some”’ and 
‘one’’ in the direction, but construing the phrase as it stands I think 
it may well be that it was used in order not to tie the hands of the 
trustees within too restricted limits, and to leave them free, so long 


the homes are situated in the western suburbs, to disregard the exa 
physical boundaries of any particular suburb. I hold, therefore, that 


the trustees are not entitled to select more than one site for th 
homes, and I do not accede to the suggestion that such a construction 


involves the erection of gigantic and inhospitable institutio: It 
is, in my opinion, quite consistent with the laying out of an attractive 
and cheerful aggregation of houses wholly suitable for the purposes 
contemplated by the testator. The second question in the summon: 
raises the point whether in matters relating to the administration of the 
trust a majority of the trustees has power to bind the minority. By 
clause 38 of the will a very wide discretion is vested in the trustees, 
not only upon all matters relating to the management and conduct of 
the homes, but also upon all other matters and questions affecting the 
trust, and by clause 46 the testator fixes the minimum number of 
trustees at nine. On behalf of the applicants it is urged that unanimity) 
in such a body upon all matters of detail is unattainable, and that the 
courts have long since recognized this fact, and in order to facilitate 
administration and avoid the expense and delay of frequent ay*plication: 
for their intervention have laid down a rule that in the administratior 
of a public trust the act of the majority of the trustees is to be treated 
as the act of the whole body. In support of this proposition the cases 
cf Wilkinson v. Malin (2 Tyrw. 544) and Perry v. Shipway (1 Giff. 1 
are cited and relied upon. The respondents do not dispute the 
existence of the rule, but maintain that its applicability is limited t 
cases in which the act of the body is an act in which the public or the 
particular members of the public affected by the trust have a div 
interest—for example, the appointment of a minister or a schoolmaster; 
that is to say, the appointment of a person to discharge the duties of 
an office, the proper discharge of which is a matter of direct interest 
to that part of the public which is represented, in the one case, b) 
the congregation. and, in the other, by those who are entitled to the 
educational benefits of the school. They deny that the rule has any 
application to matters of administrative detail, and assert that there 
is no authority for holding that it has. It is true that the authorities 
referred to by the applicants are each concerned with the appointment 
of a person to discharge the duties of an office of a public nature, 
but I cannot read the observations of Lord Lyndhurst at 2 Tyrw., 
p. 571, as limiting the principle there stated to the particular class 
n he speaks 
of ‘‘a tyust of a public nature,’’ he is using an expression equivalent 
for all practical purposes to ‘‘a trust of a charitable nature.’’ In othe 
words, I regard the words ‘‘ public’’ and ‘‘ charitable ’’ in this connet 
tion as synonymous, and so regarding them I think that the rule o1 
which the applicants rely is of general application, and that I ough 
to answer the second question (omitting the words ‘‘or sites’’) in the 
affirmative. li 











The costs of all parties will be taxed as between solicitor 
and client and paid out of the trust legacy.—Counsex, P. O. Lawrence, 
K.C., Younger, K.C.. and Errington; Buckmaster, K.C., and A. R 
Stephens ; Soticrtors, Baileys, Shaw, &: Gillett; Beyfus 4 
Beyfus; The Treasury Solicitor. 

{Reported by 8S. E. Writrams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


SALMON v. EDWARDS. 


INcLosURE Act, 1 , 8. 22—JuRIsSpICTION—APPLICATION TO BOARD 0! 
AGRICULTURE—LANDsS CLavses CONSOLIDATION Act, 1845, s. 99 
INcLosureE Act, 1854—Com™monaBiLre LANDS CoMPENSATION Act, 1882 
Dr Facto ComMMITTEE Not Duty CoNsTITUTED. 


Sarqant. 


Warrington, J. 25th Feb, 





Five persons having heen de facto appointed a committee under the 
Consolidation Act, 1845, received compensat money 
n respect of certain commonable and other rights, and, under pressure 


Lands Clauses 
if legal proceedings, applied to the Board of Lqric ulture to take action 
nder section 22 of the Inclosure Act, 1852. Ha q rega to th 
le gal proceedings, the Board of Agriculture stayed their hand Th 
plaintiffs in the action contending that the committee not having bee 

luly appointed the jurisdiction of the Board did not arise, it was 
Held. that the Roard f Agriculture had, and the court had n 
jurisdiction in the matter. 





This was an application of moticn in an action ught b; 
two persons on behalf of elves and all other persons who we! 
entitled to commonable, or other rights over certain lands 


Essex, at the date of the extinction 
interested in the compensation paid by 


in the parish of Waltham Cros 
of those rights, and I ere 
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the Metropolitan Water Board for those rights, against five persons 
who purported to be, and were de facto, a committee under the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. The applicants claimed to have the 
fund distributed amongst the persons entitled thereto. The claim on 
the writ included an inquiry who were the persons so entitled. The 
present application was ‘for an order direc ‘ting payment of the fund into 
court to the credit of the action, and also directing the inquiries sought 
by the writ. It was objected to this that the court had no jurisdiction 
to entertain the action, and therefore ought not to make any order on 
the motion. The facts were that in 1905 the Metropolitan Water 
Board desired for the purposes of their undertaking to acquire the 
lands and to extinguish the rights over them already referred to, and 
gave the necessary notices. At : meeting purporting to be a meeting 
of persons interested in those rights, held under the provisions of the 
Lands Clauses Cues lidation hee 1845, the defendants were appointed 
to be a committee. After negotiations with the Metropolitan Water 
Board, in 1907, the compensation money was determined and paid to 
the defendants, who now had in hand a sum of about £4,300 in cash 
and Consols. From the date when they received the compensation 
money to the 15th cf December, 1909, when the writ was issued, the 
defendants had done nothing with regard to its application. Notice 
of motion having been given on the 18th of January, 1910, the 
defendants on the 2nd of February applied to the Board of Agriculture 
to take action under section 22 of the Inclosure Act, 1852. The Board 
of Agriculture were not satisfied that, as this action was pending, they 
ought to accede to the application, and suggested that they should stay 
their hands until it had been decided. Under these circumstances, the 
plaintiffs claimed that a deadlock had arisen, and that unless the court 
interfered the money might never be applied at all. The plaintiffs’ 

mtention was that the defendants, who were not persons entitled 
to the commonable rights in question, were not eligible as members of 
the committee, which had not, therefore, been properly appointed. 
If the committee was no committee under the Acts in question, it was 
not authorized to apply to the Board of Agriculture, and the Board 
had no jurisdiction to act on its application. The question whether 
or not the committee was properly constituted was one to be decided 
by the court. The defendants contended that. the Board alone had 
jurisdiction over the question at issue in the action. 

WARRINGTON, J., said that the question turned mainly on section 99 
ind the following sections [which his lordship read] of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. This Act was followed first by the 

closure Act of 1852, the material section of which was section 22. 
This section, it would be seen, only gave the committee power to direct 
investment and the application of the income. The matter was carried 
further by the Inclosure Act of 1854, s. 15, and the following 
sections. This Act further provided elaborate machinery for the 
purpose of deciding who were entitled to the compensation money which 
it was not necessary to go through in detail, but it was important to 


notice that as in section 15 the Board was to call a meeting of | 


persons interested, the machinery did not come into operation until 
that meeting had been held. So far the defendants had taken no steps 
under the Inc losure Act, 1854, but they had done nothing to preclude 
themselves from taking action under that Act. The plaintiff said that 
there was at least a que stion whether the so-called committee was really 
a committee under the Acts, and according to his contention it was 
not such a committee, because its members were not persons entitled 
to the commonable rights. Certain persons were so entitled, and the 
members of the committee were not of their number. Were that 
question out of the way his lordship — feel himself bound by the 
decision of Kekewich, J., in Richards De Winton (1901, 2 Ch. 566), 
where it was held that under the oni Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, the two Inclosure Acts of 1852 and 1854, and the Commonable 
Rights Compensation Act, 1882, the only tribunal having jurisdiction 
in such matters was the Board of Agriculture. But the point which 
had now to be determined was whether the Board of Agriculture had 
jurisdiction at all where the committee purporting to act under the 
section were not a noun rly constituted committee at all. The real 
point of the case turned on the provisions of the Inclosure Acts, not 
those of the Land Clauses sae ne Act, 1845. What was 
meant by the reference to the committee contained in section 22 of the 
Act of 1852? Was it intended to refer to oes acting as a de facto 
mmittee or was it necessary for the Board of Agriculture to determine 
ether it was in reality a committee or not? He would say nothing 
bout a case of fré ve or a case where by some misdoing persons having 
claim at all became members of such a committee. There was no 
such case here. On the true construction of the Acts, if persons have 
had money in their hands which came to them ‘ommittee under 
the Act the jurisdiction of the Board of Agriculture arose, and it was 
not necessary for the Board to determine whether the committee was 
duly constituted or not. This was clear when one considered the 
enormous difficulty caused by the alternative construction. If a single 
person present at the meeting was not entitled, or, less sane case, 
ny one of the persons on the committee was not entitled, the whole 
of the proceedings were void. The legislature could not have intended 
any such thing. If his lordship was right in that view, then the 
jurisdiction of the court: was ousted in this case, as it was in Pichards 
v. De Winton, and his lordship would make an order in this form : 
lhe court being of opinion that the Board of Agriculture has jurisdic- 
tion to deal with the matters referred to them by the committee under 
the Inclosure Act, 52, and any matters which may be so referred 
to them under that the Inclosure Act, 1854, or the Commonable 
Rights Compensation Act, 1882, the court does not think fit to make 











: . : ym 
any order on this motion except that the costs be costs in the action.— 
CounseL, Hodge, for the plaintiff; 7’. H. Carson, K.C., and Naldrett, 
for the defendants. Sorrcrrors, J/asterman & Everington; Billing & 

{Reported by Percy T. CARDEN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE ROYAL NAVAL SCHOOL. Eve, J. 22nd March. 


INFANT—CapPaCcITy—CoORPORATION—ELIGIBLE FOR MEMBERSHIP. 


An infant cannot be a member of a corporation unless expressly 
authorised by the act o} incorporation, 


This was a summons asking whether an infant could be a member 
of the defendant corporation and vote at its meetings. The Royal 
Naval School was established under an Act passed in 1840, but there 
was nothing in the Act to shew that it included an infant, ner, on 
the other hand, was there anything which expressly negatived its so 
doing. At recent general meetings an important proposal affecting the 
future of the school had been debated, and the voting had been so 
evenly divided as to lead both sides to investigate the qualifications of 
several of those whose votes had been recorded. The investigation led 
to the launching of this summons. The particular infant whose case 
had been selected for argument was a pupil at the school, and a sub- 
scription had been paid on his behalf sufficient to make him a member 
of the corporation were he of full age. 

Eve, J.—The statutory enactment is that any person who shall pay 
a certain annual sum shall be a member of the body corporate. Does 
the expression ‘‘any person’’ include an infant? The word “ per- 
son,’’ with or without the prefix ‘‘any,’’ is to be found in ee 
Acts of Parliament. The word may (Pearks v. Ward, 1902, 2 K. I 
1; Re Thompson 1905, 1 Ch. 229; and Hirst v. West Riding, = 
1901, 2 K. B. 56) or may not (Walker v. Richardson, 2 M. & W. 882; 
gg ong ical Society v. London and Provincial Supply Association, 
5 App. Cas. 857; O'Duffy v. Jaffe, 1904, 2 Ir. R. 27; and Mylam v. 
Market Harborough Co., 1905, 1 K. B. 708) include a corporat 
an incorporated company. It may (de Chisholm, 1901, 2 Ch. 82) or 
may not include a woman or a married woman (fall v. Society of 
Law Agents, 38 Sc. L. R. 776, and Chorlton v. Lings L. R. 4 C. P. 
374), and it has been held to include an infant under section 6 of the 
Companies Act, 1862 (Re Laxon a: Co., 1892, 3 Ch., 550) and an infant 
of mature years under the Crown Lands Alienation Act, 1861 (New 
South Wales) (O’Shanassy v. Joachim, 1 App. Cas., 82). In the 
statute with which I am now dealing it in terms includes a woman 
see the expression ‘‘he or she shal! continue to pay ”’ in section 1, and 
the stipulation in section 3 as to the annual sum to be paid by the 
widow of a deceased officer—and I think, from the wording of that 
part of section 1 which deals with life membership, it also includes 
in subsequent parts of the Act a corporation; but there is nothing 
in the Act to show that it includes an infant, nor, on the other 
hand, is there anything which expressly negatives it so doing. In 
this state of circumstances I have to deal with very much the same 
question as was presented to the court in the case of Rex v. Carte) 
(1 Cowp., at p. 220). That was an information in the nature of ; 
quo warranto against the defendant to show by what authority he 
claimed to exercise the office of burgess of the borough of Portsmouth, 
seeing that at the time of his supposed election to be a burgess he 
was of the age of five years and ten months, and no more. The case 
was very elaborately argued, but Lord Mansfield commences his 
judgment thus: ‘‘A great® variety of learning has been gone into 
on both sides, which seems to me unnecessary to be taken into con- 
sideration upon the present question, the decision of which depends 
upon a very short point.’’ And then, after dealing with some of the 
learned arguments, he proceeds: ‘‘ Let us see, then, what the true 
question js. This is a corporation which derives its constitution 
under a charter from the King, and thetr whole power arises from it. 
It follows, therefore, that they are bound to act according to the 
powers and directions which it contains. The question, then, is 
whether the defendant in this case, being elected at the age of five 
years old, and sworn in at twenty-one, is duly elected according to 
the terms of the charter. The whole question depends upon the true 
construction of the charter. Mr. Davenport has said there may be 
inchoate rights, to be completed when the parties are of age; and cases 
have been alluded to of children born with a right to be admitted 





at twenty-one on payment of a sum of money, and also titles by 
servitude or marriage. Clearly there may be such inchoate rights; 
but the question is whether the King has by this charter given the 
corporation a power to grant inchoate rights to infants, to be put 
in execution upon their attaining the age of twenty-one. If he has 
not, there is an end of the defendant’s title. Let us see, then, what 
the terms of the charter are. The King enables the mayor and 
aldermen, or the greater part of them, to choose as many burgesses 
s they shall think proper and to administer to them the th of 
office, and, till sworn, they are not complete burgesses. Upon an 


information they must be sworn in. Did the King mean, when he 
directed they should be sworn in, that they should swear in sucking 
infants? It is said a corporation may choose absent members; if 
fairly and consistent with the charter, they may. But they cannot 
choose an absent membe1 collusively ; and in the case of Cambridge, 
the court was of opinion that it was a fri iudulent election. There is 
in this case than this, that the King has given them a power 


no more 
to choose and swear in burgesses; and the question is whether he gave 
them a power to grant an inchoate right when no oath could be 


} I at. 
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administered to them. 7 am denier of opinion that no onthe power is 
given by the charter.”’ Then Aston, J., adds: ‘‘ The question does 
not depend upon the capacity or incapacity of infants to take, but | 
whether this corporation are empowered by their charter to grant 
inchoate rights to infants.”” Mr. Kyd, in Volume I. of his Law 
of Corporations, at p. 336, observes that from the principles on 
which Rex v. Carter was decided, it may fairly be concluded that 
where neither the provisions of the charter nor the usage of the 


corporation expressly authorize the election of an infant into a 
adds, 


corporate office, he is not capable of being elected. ‘‘ For,’’ he 
‘‘in that case there was no negative provision on the subject.” 
Grant would seem to adopt the same view (see p. 6 of Grant on 
porations), and it is probably the correct one. But even if the 


falls short of establishing that general proposition, it undoubtedly 
tion. 
So treating it, and bearing in mind that the corporation with which 
I am now dealing was formed for the establishment and management 


is a clear authority for this, that the question is one of construc 


of a school, that every member of the corporation is eligible 
appointment to the council of the institution, and, further, 
‘““The law knows of no distinction beween infants of tender an 
mature years”’ (see per Baron Parke in Morgan v. Thorne, 7 M. & 
at p. 408), I cannot bring myself to believe that the Legislature 
contemplated or intended that the membership of this corporz 
should include individuals drawn from that class of the comm 


from which undoubtedly the pupils attending the school and enjoying 
its benefits would be drawn—that is to say, the class of minors. I 


hold, therefore, that an infant is not eligible as a member of 
corporation.—CounseL, Dighton Pollock; Owen Thompson; De 
Soricrrors, Allen d& Son. 

[Reported by S. E. Wirriams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


April 5.—Witiram James Curtis. 

April 5.—Joun GeorGe Jackson. 

April 5.—Henry Apert James Lovett, 78, King William-st 
London, E.C. 

April 5.—Cwarves Natsx. 


Solicitors Ordered to be Suspended. 


April 5.—Josepn Haywoon, Chapel-road, Worthing. Ordered t 
suspended for twelve months. 


af ril 5.—TuHomas Henry Meynett, 3 and 4, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


Ordered to be suspended for nine months. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
LECTURES AND CLASSES. 


To suit the convenience of students, the Principal’s class on 
History of English Law will be held at 5 p.m. on Tuesdays 
Fridays, instead of 6 p.m., as announced in the prospectus. 


Wakefield Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual meeting of members of this society was held on Thurs- 
day, February 24th. Present: Mr. C. J. Haworth (president) in the 
chair, Messrs. Allibone, Atter, H. Beaumont, Briggs, T. E. Catterall, 
Chalker, Coles, Cooke, Leatham, Plews, Sugden, Townend, and G. 
Beaumont (hon. sec.). The notice convening the meeting was taken 
as read. The report of the committee was read by the hon. secretary. 


The treasurer’s accounts were presented. The chairman read his 
address. 

Proposed by Mr. Leatham, seconded by Mr. Plews, and resolved : 
“‘That the report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts be , 
accepted, and that the same and the president’s address be printed | 
and circulated amongst the members.”’ 

Proposed by the President, seconded by Mr. H. Beaumont, and 


resolved : pay ( 
funds of this society to the Law Society the subscription of 
member of this society, so as to qualify him as a member of the 
Society.”’ 

Proposed by the President, seconded by Mr. H. Beaumont, 


‘‘That for the current year the treasurer do pay out of the 
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and 


resolved : ‘‘ That for the current year this society’s subscription to 


the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies be £10 10s.’’ An amendment, | 
Mr. G. Beaumont, that the 


subscription be £5 5s. instead of £10 10s. was put to the meeting, 


proposed by Mr. Townend, seconded by 


and declared not carried. 





Proposed by “Mr. Plews, seconded by M Mr. Greaves, and resolved : 
‘That for the current year this society’s subscription, £4 4s., to the 
Yorkshire Union of Law Societies be paid.”’ 

Proposed by the President, seconded by Mr. Plews, and resolved : 
‘That Mr. T. B. Sugden be elected president for the current vear.”’ 
Proposed by Mr. Chalker, seconded by Mr. Cooke, and resolved : 
‘That Messrs. H. Plews and A. E. Greaves be elected vice-presidents 
for the current year.’’ Proposed by Mr. H. Beaumont, seconded by 
Mr. Townend, and resolved: ‘‘That Mr. Greenhalgh be re-elected 
honorary treasurer for the current year.’’ Proposed by Mr. Cooke, 
seconded by Mr. Sugden, and resolved: ‘‘ That Mr. G. Beaumont, 
M.A., B.C.L., be re-elected honorary secretary for the current year.”’ 
Proposed by Mr. G. Beaumont, seconded by Mr. Cooke, and resolved 
‘That Mr. Kingswell be re-elected honorary librarian for the current 
year.” Proposed by Mr. Briggs, seconded by Mr. Greaves, and 
resolved : ‘‘ That Messrs. Coles and W. Dickinson be elected auditors 
for the current year.’’ The following were then elected members of 
the committee, namely :—Messrs. Atter, H. Beaumont, Briggs, Cooke, 
T. E. Catterall, Haworth, Leatham, and Townend. Proposed by Mr. 
Cooke, seconded by Mr. Briggs, and resolved : ‘“‘ That Messrs. C. J. 
Haworth and F. E. Cobby be re-elected the representatives of this 
society on the Council of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies.” 
Proposed by the President, seconded by Mr. Chalker, and resolved : 
‘That Messrs. Plews and Chalker be re-elected the representatives of 
this society on the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies for the current 
year.” 

Proposed by Mr. Greaves, seconded by Mr. G. Beaumont, and 
resolved : ‘“‘ That the recognised Christmas holidays this year be the 
24th, 26th, and 27th of December.’’ ‘‘ That the recognised Easte 
holidays this year be the 25th, 26th, 28th, and 29th March.” “That 
the recognised Whitsuntide holidays this year be the 16th and 17th 
May.”’ ‘‘That the recognised August holidays this year be the 1st 
August, and from noon on the 2nd August.’’ Proposed by Mr. Cooke, 
seconded by Mr. Sugden, and resolved: ‘‘That a hearty vote of 
thanks be given to the president for his services during his year of 
office. . 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The number of ordinary members for the year 1909 was 
52. Two members resigned, and two new members, Messrs. G. W. £ 
Burton and A. C. Allibone, were elected. 

Library.—A list of books added to the library during the year will 
be found in the appendix. The library has again been ‘of great 
assistance to the members of the society, 2,710 volumes having ‘been 
taken out during the year as against 2,635 volumes last year, excluding 
visits to the library itself by members of the society or by members of 
the Bar. The committee are engaged in thoroughly revising and 
bringing the library up to date and disposing of obsolete volumes 
This matter will have their special attention during the fresent 
year. The accommodation as at present existing is totally inadequate 
for the number of books, and negotiations are pending with the 
Standing Joint Committee for your society to have the use of the small 
room adjoining the present library in addition to the present room. 

Scale of Election Expenses.—The reduction in the scale of payment 
to be made to presiding officers at elections under the Local Govern 
ment Act of 1894 has been prominently before your committee. The 
Yorkshire Union of Law Societies succeeded in getting the fee raised 
from the 30s. originally proposed to £2 2s. (a reduction of one guinea 
from the dld amount), but your committee consider that this fee of 

2 2s. is absolutely inadequate in view of the work and responsibility 
involved. 

Land Taxation as contained in the Finance Bill, 1909.—This matte: 
received the careful attention of your committee, and they passed a 
resolution that the scheme of land taxation contained in part 1 of the 
Finance Bill, 1909, is unjust and unworkable, being an attempt, unde: 
the guise of taxation, to confiscate a particular class of property, and 
being an offence against the hitherto recognised principle of finance 
that taxation should only be imposed where there are receipts by way 
of income or otherwise to meet it, and being founded upon valuations 
which must necessarily be illusory and fallacious; and this resolutio: 
was forwarded to the members of Parliament for the district. 

The Public Trustee.—The attention of your committee has beer 
drawn to the methods employed by this official to advertise his office 
and they have drawn his attention to the matter, which they regard 
as calling for special complaint—i.e., the statement that he was 
always able to obtain 4 per cent. for trust investments. He has not. 
however, retreated from the position which he took up. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Drsatinc Socrery.—April 5.—Chairman, Mr. S. 


A, Guest.—The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That the recent rapid growth 
of municipal trading is harmful to the welfare - this country.’’ Mr. 
W. S. Meeke opened in the affirmative; Mr. J. Chadwick opened in 
the negative. The following members hoo teak the debate :—Messrs. 
Dollar, Krauss, Burgis, W. S. Jones, Pothecary, Morriss, Pleadwell, 
Hacking, and Kafka. The motion was carried by eight votes. 
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Companies. 
The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society (Limited). 


The twenty-first annual general meeting of the society was held on 
the 24th ult., at 104-7, Fetter-lane, Mr. Richard Pennington, J.P., 
presiding. ; oe ‘ 

The report stated that the turnover had increased from £63,529 in 
1908 to £64,960, and that the profit for the year was £4,889 9s. 9d., 
against £4,882 17s. 9d. in 1908. 

The Chairman, in moving the adoption of the report, mentioned 
that the shares issued during the year had enabled the directors to 
obtain many influential shareholders, and that the amount of fresh 
capital received had been far exceeded by the expenditure on plant, 
furniture, and fittings, and removal expenses. He also mentioned that 
the trading for the first few weeks of this year compared favourably 
with the same period of last year, and concluded with a reference to 
the death of Mr. H. E. Gribble, one of the original directors of the 
8 iety. 

A dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, making 9 per cent. 
for the year, free of income tax, and distribution of profits amongst 
customers in accordance with the articles of association was declared. 

The retiring directors, Messrs. Richard Pennington and William 
Denning Pritchard, were re-elected, and the meeting terminated with 
a vote of thanks to the directors and staff. 


Obituary. 
Mr. J, G. Walsh. 


The death is announced of Mr. John Gorden Walsh, registrar of 
the Oxford and Bicester County Courts, on Saturday, at the age of 
forty-five. He was admitted in 1886, and practised tor some time at 
Bicester, and was registrar of the county court at that place. In 1905 
he succeeded his father, the late Mr. Percival Walsh, as registrar of 
the Oxford County Court, and upon his appointment as registrar of 
the Oxford court the two courts were amalgamated. He also succeeded 
his father as clerk to the magistrates of the Bullingdon Petty Sessional 
Division, and was coroner for the Central Division of Oxfordshire. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 
Mr. Wisztram R. Greentanp, solicitor, of Thetford, has been 
appointed Registrar of the County Court at Attleborough and Watton, 
in place of the late Mr. F. V. Houchen. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Admission. 
Messrs. Thomas Eggar & Co., solicitors, of 46, Old Steyne, Brighton, 


have entered into partnership arrangements with Mr. Henry Cooper 
Eccar (senior partner in the firm of Messrs. Sanderson & Co., Cal- 
utta, and for many years solicitor to the Government of India) on his 
retirement from practice in India. The business will be carried on 


as from March 31 under the style of Thomas Eggar & Co., and the ! 


London address of the firm will be Winchester House, Old Broad 
street, E.C., the Brighton address remaining as above. 


Dissolutions. 


Cuartes ATKINSON, FREDERIC Rospert D’Oyty Monro, and JoHN 
ArtHur Marston, solicitors (Slack, Monro, & Atkinson), 31, Queen 
Victoria-street, London. March 23. The said Charles Atkinson and 
Frederic Robert D’Oyly Monro will continue to carry on the said 
business in partnership, under the same style or firm. 

[Gazette, April ; 

Epwarp Grorce CrarK and Axsert Honeson, solicitors (KE. G. 
Clark & Hodgson), Lancaster and Bentham. March 31. The said 
E. G. Clark will continue to carry on business at 69, Church-street, 
Lancaster, aforesaid 

BENJAMIN HutcHtson NewMan and Georce Henry Oey, solicitors 
(Newman & Olley), Liverpool. Jan. 1. The said Benjamin Hutchison 
Newman will continue the said business under the style or firm of 
B. H. Newman. 

LAMING WoRTHINGTON Evans, Antuur Witiiim Hastincs Dauney, 
GerorGeE ALLAN VILLENEUVE Russett Roperts, and Crement HeNpDER 

“BEC - 


SON GURNEY, solicitor (Worthington Evan Dauney, & Co.), 27, 
Ni holas lane, Le n bard treet, London. March 31. So far as re rards 


the said Laming Worthington Evans, who retires; the said Arthu 
William Hastings Dauney, George Allan Villeneuve Russell Roberts, 
and Clement Henderson Gurney will continue to practise at 27, 
Nicholaselane aforesaid, under the same style as heretofore. 
{Gazette, April 5. 





General. 


Lord Fortescue, the lord-lieutenant of Devonshire, in his evidence 
before the Royal Commission on the Selection of Magistrates, says 
the Hvening Standard, said that all sorts of people—M.P.’s, private 
friends, and political busybodies—wrote to him recommending persons 
for the magistracy. Probably one of the worst appointments he ever 
made was on the recommendation of a personal friend of his. He 
once received a glowing account through the Lord Chancellor’s secre- 
tary of a gentleman who turned out to be a man who had thrice been 
vejected from a district council. On another occasion a magistrate 
said to him: ‘*‘ How could you appoint such an awful fellow to om 
Bench?’’ But he was able to show him a letter of his own recom- 
mending the person objected to. 


The New York correspondent of the Central News says that the 
Treasury Department at Washington, acting on the suggestion of 
Governor Clark, of Alaska, has decided upon a novel and essentially 
practical plan for coping with lawlessness in the numerous salmon 
canneries dotted along the Alaskan coast. These localities are in- 
habited only in summer, and hitherto it has been difficult to bring 
offenders to justice; but under Governor Clark’s plan justice will be 
taken to them, and those who are convicted will be brought back to 
civilisation and gaol. Judge Cushaman, accompanied by a deputy 
marshal, « deputy United States attorney, and a grand and “ petit’”’ 
jury, will this summer embark on a revenue cutter, which will thus 
be converted into a floating court of justice. The cutter will cruise 
along 2,000 miles of coast line, stopping to administer justice where 
occasion demands, trying and sentencing prisoners, and stowing them 
away in the hold until the end of the cruise. The judicial journey 
will extend from Seward to Unalaska, and thence up the Behring Sea 
coast to the mouth of the Yukon, 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. L. Hardy asked the 
Prime Minister whether, in connection with the alterations now sug- 
gested in the relations between the two Houses of Parliament, he 
proposed to appoint a committee, in accordance with ancient prece- 
dent, to frame a new preamble to public Bills applicable to Bills the 
assent to which was not required from the House of Lords, and to 
Bills which might ultimately be passed without their assent; and 
whether he proposed any alteration in the procedure for giving the 
toyal Assent to Bills, in view of the fact that many of the Bills in 
future might not be agreed to by the House of Lords, within whose 
Mr. Asquith said : The question whether 
or not any change may become necessary or desirable in the form of 
preambles and enacting words, or in the procedure for giving the Royal 
Assent, will not become practical or urgent until the principles em- 
bodied in the resolutions now under discussion have received legislative 
sanction. Whether it will then be expedient to appoint a committee, 
as the hon. member suggests, I cannot now say; but it would clearly 
be premature to take such a step at present. 


chamber the assent was given. 


In the House of Commons, on the 31st ult., Mr. Sanderson asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he would state the date upon which the 
department which was now in existence at the Inland Revenue for the 
purpose of the inspection and valuation of the estates of deceased 
persons was created, the number and qualifications of the officials o1 
persons employed in or connected with the department, and the 
amounts of their salaries or remuneration. Mr. Hobhouse said : The 
provision of professional assistance to supplement the staff at the 
Inland Revenue which deal&$ with cases of the character in question 
was authorised at the commencement of the present financial year. 
For further particulars I may perhaps refer the honourable membe1 
to the forthcoming Inland Revenue Estimate for 1910-11, which will, 
I hope, be issued in the course of a few days. Mr. Sanderson: Will 
valuations by independent local valuers be discarded under the new 
system? Mr. Hobhouse replied: I have constantly explained the 
origin of the present practice of the Inland Revenue. It was owing to 
the unsatisfactory nature of the valuations often made by local valuers 
that central valuers were appointed. 


The Criminal Statistics for England and Wales have just been 
issued. It appears from them that the number of persons tried for 
indictable offences during 1908 was 68,116, a higher number 
than in any previous year for which figures are available. In only 
one previous year has the rate of increase in 1908 been exceeded— 
namely, in 1861, when the figures were higher than in the previous year 
by 7,544, or 15 per cent. The exceptional increase in crime in 1908 
coincided with marked depression of trade and an unusual amount of 
unemployment. The comparison between crime and unemployment is 
very forcibly suggested by the localities in which labour disputes and 
in which increases of crime principally occurred. Nearly five-sixths 
of the increase took place in the principal mining and manufacturing 
counties; less than one-sixth in London and the adjacent counties. 
The number of persons for trial for serious crimes in 1908 was 14,122, 
in increase of 1,523, or 12 per cent., on the previous year. The 
offences tri¢d on indictment include 67 cases of murder, against 45 
in 1907. The senten of death numbered 25, as compared with 20 in 


1907, and of penal servitude 1,220, against 1.075. The number of 
non-indictable offences showed a decrease on the ‘previous year, the 
ficures being 688,964, against 685,574. Under the provisions of the 
Probation of Offenders Act, which came into operation on January 1, 
1908, probation orders were made in respect of 8,023 persons charged 
Wi indictable offences. 
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There is going | to he aneaniell acti n, says the Daily 7c legragh, | 





with the object of ending the career of Reno, Nevada, as the divor 

colony of the United States. <A Bill is shortly to be introduced into 
the local Legislature extending the period dm vhich an applicant 
for divorce must actually reside in the divorce city from six mont} 





one year. A lady now on a visit to Re ends to the New York 
World interesting details of life in that city, towards which, she say 
**thousands of eyes turn longingly with silent or expressed desire. 





Oh tat F could only get there, that refuge for disappointed hope 
As you step off the train at Reno you glance across thi inder-pl 
station, and there, in enormous letters, you read the word Divorce 
You approach closer, to discover, in very small letters, the furthe1 
legend, *‘ Yourself from 5 dol.”’ 

In the House of Commons, on the 3lst ult., Mr. Ell D es asked 
the Prime Minister whether his attention had been di to th 
statement of the Public Trustee at Liverpool that his investments 
trust moneys were not nfined to trust investment es the rus 
instrument so limited him; and would he say under what authority 
the Public Trustee was, e claimed, entitled to ignore the rules 
binding on ordinary trustees o the cl of investments for trust 
funds. Mr. Asquith said: The Publ Crustee informs me that he 
does not claim to be entitled to ignore the rules bind on ordinary 
trustees as to the choice of investment f trust inds he st 
ment referred only to trust instruments in which investment claus 
had actually been inserted. 1 





I he Public Trustee was not dealing witl 
the well-known rule of law that where there is no investme lause at 
all then a trustee is confined to trustee securities. Mr. ‘Bott mle 
asked whether the right hon. gentleman would give special directions 
to the Public Trustee as to the exercise of his discretion in matters 
of investment—or, rather, exercise special control over him. Mr. 


Asquith was understood to say that he had no control over the Publi 
Trustee. 
Mr. W. A. Gordon Hake, who, says the 7 es, enjoys the distin tion 


| 


of being the ‘‘ doyen’’ of the Bar, celebrated his ninety ninth birthday 


on Wednesday. He continues well, and sense ire onderfully 

acute. The receipt of the subjoined letter gave him much pleasure 

Sussex Sessions Bar Me 
3, Doctor Johnson’s-buildings, Temple, E.C., 

Octobe 99 1909 
Dear Sir, It having come to the not ot tne membel tT the 
Sussex Sessions that you were called to the Bar in the year 1835, and 
practised at the Brighton and Sussex Sessions, tl members of tl 
mess assembled at Chichester on Wednesday last proceeded, on tl 
proposition of the ‘‘ Senior,’’ to drink your health; and I was asked, 
on their behalf, to intimate this fact to you, and to expr hope 
that you may long continue to be the ‘‘d ' of the Sussex Sessions 


sar.—Believe me, yours faithfully, 
P. SuTHERLAND GR-eME, Junio1 
W. A. G. Hake, Esq. 
{[Mr. Hake’s claim to be the father of the Bar was admitted by ow 
lamented recorder, Mr. F. K. Munton ; 








At the meeting of the Institute of International Law at Paris, says 
the Z'imes correspondent, the morning sittings were devoted to que 
tions of international law properly s illed; the afternoons to 
questions arising out of the conflict of laws. In all cases preparation 
had been made for discussion by elaborate reports, drawn up and 
circulated by committees appointed for the pury y The topic 
selected for tr vatment during the session of 1910 were, under the 
heading of ‘‘ Droit International Public, l tegime de la neu 
tralité, et, spécialement, l’hospitalité neutre dans la guerre maritime 
(2) Torpilles et mines sous-marines; (3) Occupati: de territoir 
&c. Under ‘‘ Droit International ivé’ 1) L’ordre public; (2 
Opérations sur valeurs mobiliéres; (3) Droits réels. It was, however, 
found possible only to deal with the two first-named topics undei 
each heading, and it cannot be affirmed that reat } gress was made 
in the discussion of even these four topics. This result was due in 
each case to no lack of preparatory labour on the part of the reporters 
of the several committees, certs Lil ily not to any k rt eloque it tat 
ment and keen argument during the time ilable f debate, but to 
the complexity of the questions presented for soluti and to th 
different points of view, due partly to divergent national interests, 


partly to divergent habits of mind from which they were regarded b 
the various speakers. 
At the twenty-third annual meeting of the Land Law Reform 
y 


Association, held on the 5th inst., the following resolution was moved 
by Mr. J. S. Rubinstein That this meeting desires to place the 


following views on record : (a) That registri f deeds, such as exist 
in Scotland, and in nearly every country in the world, includin; 
Middlesex and Yorkshire in England, are valuable. stitutions and 
great safeguard against fraud; (4) That local registries of deeds, simila 
to the Middlesex and Yorkshire Registries (that have existed over tw 
centuries), should be established in every county in England; (c) That 
the profits of such registries should, following the precedent set by 
the Yorkshire County Councils, be received by the county councils, nd 
— in aid of the rates; (d) That the registry of titles that ha 
xisted in this country since 1862 has proved that the system of regis 


‘oalien of title is unworkable in : nd the trial of compul 
sory registration as an experiment it ondon for the 
past eleven years, at a cost of about £50 000 a year, has demonstrated 
the fact that the system is insecure, complicated, and expensive; (¢) 
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AppEAL Court I. 


the King’s Bench Division (Interlocu- 
tory List) will be in the Paper for bear- 
ing on April 6th. 


Other Basiness to be taken in this Court 
from time to time, be announced ; 
in the Dat ly Cause List. N.B.—The following papers on furtl 


APPEAL 


Other Business to be taken in this Court ae wt . 
will, from time to time, be announced in Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY 
the Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF ReGisTRaAgs IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Emercency Apprat Courr Mr. Justice 











be 


Rota. No. 2. JoOYOER. 
April 11 Mr Church Mr Synge Mr Bloxam 
12 Theed Church Farmer 
Bloxam Theed Leach 
Farmer Bloxam 3orrer 
Leach Farmer Beal 
sorrer Leach Greswell 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
WaABRINGTON. NEVILLE. PARKER. 
y...April 11 Mr Borrer Mr Theed Mr Leach 
cccccoce 1D Beal Bloxam Borrer 
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Goldschmidt Leach Greswell 
Synge Borrer Gold w 
Church Beal Syng 
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During these Sittings the Court will s” 
each day until 4.30 p.m., except on 
Saturdays when there will be no 
Sitting. 


All Actions with Witnesses pending in 


left in court with the ju *s clerk not 
Jess than one clear day before the cause 
is to be put in the paper. In default 
the cause will not be put in the paper. 


N.B.—The following papers on further 
consideration are required for the use 
of the judge, viz.:—Two copies of 
minutes of the proposed judgment or 
order, 1 copy pleadings, and 1 copy 
master’s certificate. These must be 
left in court with the judge’s clerk not 
less than one clear day before the 
further consideration is ready to come 
into the paper. 


Registries and set down for trial will 
be put into a separate List and pro- 
ceeded with on a date hereafter to be 
fixed. 


Cuancery Court IV. 
Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Cuancery Court II. 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 


Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Warrington will take Actions with 
Witnesses daily throughout the Sittings. 


In this Court the work will be taken as 
follows :— 
Mondays, 10.30—Chamber summnses. 
3.0—Short causes and short 
pe itious, 
Tueedays— Further considerations, long 
petitions and non-witness 
Cuancery Court III. list. 


Mr. Justice NEVILLE. Wednesdays—Non-witness list. 


Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 


Thursdays—Non-witness list. 
Fridays—Motions and non-witness list. 


There will be no Saturday sittings, but 
the Court will sit till 4.30 on other days. 


N.B.—In order that a petition may 
be marked short and come into the 
Paper on a Monday a Certificate of 
Counsel stating that it is not likely to 
last more than 20 minutes should be 


Kivne’s Bencu Court. 
Mr. Justice EVE. 
Except when other Business is advertised 


in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesees will be taken throughout the 





Sittings. than 12 o’clock on the previous Friday. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1910. 
The Appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgment Reserved. 


General List.) 

Walter Willé (in forma pauperis, by order) v Rev E St John & ors 
app! of pltiff from order of Mr Justice Warrington (ce a v Feb 4) 
heard before The Master of the Rolls and Lords Justices Vaughan Wil 
iams, Fletcher Moulton, Farwell, Buckley and Kennedy) 


FROM THE CHANCERY «.VISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS 

General List.) 
1909. 
Worthington & Co ld vy Abbott appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Eve, dated Nov 10, 1909 (Dec 8) 

In the Matter of An Indenture of Partnership, & Dommett v Griffin 

ippl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
(Dee 13) 


In re George Hodges, dee Hodges and ors vy Hodges and ors appl of 





the Liverpool and Manchester District | 


lodged with the Cause Clerk not later | 


Joy x, dated Dee 7, 1909 


deft J A Hodges from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Oct 16, | 


1909 (Dec 20) 
1910. 
In the Matter of the Estate of Charlotte Mason, dec Mason and ors 
v Mason and ors appl of defts Jean Sturt from order of Mr Justice 


Joyce, dated Nov 25, 1909 (Jan 12) 


In re Francis Freeman, dec Hope v Freeman appl of deft from order 


of Mr .Justice Joyce, dated Dec 15, 1909 (Jan 13) 

Henry Gardiner Atkinson and ers v Charles Britton appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justi Neville, dated Nov 4. 1909 (Jan 18) 

Dover Id y Niirnberger Celluloid-waren Fabrik Gebriider Wolff appl of 


defts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Jan 25, 1910 | 


(Jan 31) 

In re Lesley William Alexander, dec Bathurst v Greenwood and ors 
appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Feb 7, 1910 
(Feb 15) 

! 


In re Charles Blake, dec Taylor vy Blake Taylor v Blake appl of pliff | 


from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 13, 1909 (Feb 16) 

In re John, Russell, de Purkiss and anr v Russell and ors appl of 
deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated Jan 11, 1910 (Feb 17) 

Hansen v Spalding & Bros 
Parker, dated Nov 17, 1909 (Feb 26) 

E J Sartorus (married woman) and G C Sartorus v A F Ross and ors 
app! of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Oct 14, 1909 
(produce order) (Feb 26) 

In re Evered, dec Molineux v Evered and cross-notice on behalf of 
certain Respondents appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated Nov 8, 1909 March 1) 


appl of plttf from order of Mr Justice 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


In re the Arbitration Act. 1889, and In the Matter of an Arbitration 
between The Lacre Motor Car Co ld and The Albion Motor Car Co 
appl of The Albion Motor Car Co from order of Mr Justice Parker, 
dated Feb 14, 1910 (March 2) 

In re Pay & Kent’s contract and In re the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 appl of Kent from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
Feb 17. 1910 (March 2) 

In the Matter of the Companies Consolidation Act. 1908, and In the 
Matter of The Wimbledon Olympic ld app] of The Wimbledon Olympic 
ld from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Feb 24, 1910 (March 3) 

Wormul! vy Wormull appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
July 31, 1909 (March 4) 

Sage v Horton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Dec 3. 1909 (March 8) 

In re The Undertaking of the Peckham and East Dulwich and the 
Crystal Palace Tramways Bi!l appl of S S Seal from order of Mr 
Justice Neville, dated Nov 19, 1909 (March 8) 

Measures Bros (in liquidation) v H J T Measures appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 28, 1910 (March 15) 

Bagasse Fibre Co ld v William Hinton & Son app! of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Neville, dated Dec 3, 1909 (March 17) 

Mainwaring v Clarina appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated Dec 21, 1909 (March 21) 

In re Morden, dec Mills v Legg appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Eve, dated Jan 13, 1910 (March 23) 

In re S J D’Esterre, dee D’Esterre v Roberts appl of plitff from: order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated March 4, 1910 (March 23) 

In the Matter of an A] plication, No 311,349, of Leopold Cassella & Co, 
Gesellschaft mit Veschrankter Haftung for the registration of a Trade 
Mark, and In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905 appl of The Registrar 
of Trade Marks from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated March 16, 
1910 (March 24) 


FROM THE GQHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
Divorce Scharrer J H (Petnr) v Sharrer H T (Respt) appl of respt 
from order of The President dated Feb 26, 1910 (Feb 26) 
McGlade vy The Royal London Mutual Insce Soc 1d appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Eve dated March 11, 1910 {March 24) 


FROM THE KING’S BBHNGH DIVISION. 
In Bankruptcy.) 

In re Vidal (ex parte The jankrupt) ‘No, 526 of 1909 from the order 
made by Mr. Registrar Linklater on Jan 11, 1910, adjourning the bank 
rupt’s public examination for six years 

In re KE W Barton-Wright (ex parte The Debtor) No. 894 of 1909 from 
the order made by Mr Registrar Giffard on Feb 7, 1910, adjudging 
the debtor bankrupt 

In re A Debtor (ex parte The Petit oning Creditors) No. 70 of 1910 
fiom so much of the order of Mr Registrar Hope, dated Feb 23, 1910, 
is ordered that the order for discovery and interrogatories dated 
Jan 21, 1910, be disch irged 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
Judgment Reserved, 
(Fina] List.) 

The King (ex parte Sekgom®) Applicant v Earl of Crewe, K.G., Respt 

pp! of Sekgome from judgt of The Lord Chief Just and Justices 

Ridley and Darling (Div Court) (c a v Jan 22) 

In the matter of an Arbitration between Levy Bros and Knowles ld and 
Grossman et Cie appl of applicants from judgt of Mr Justice Bray 
without a jury Middiesex (c a v March 17) 

FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1909. 

The Mayor ete of Kingston-on-Thames (Applicants) v Baverstock and 
ors (Respts) appl of applicants from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
ind Justices Jelf and Sutton dated June 9, 1909 (s o till May 11) 
July 2) 

Jones v Great Central Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt dated June 18, 1909 at trial before Mr 


Justice Bucknill and a special jury York (s o for day to be fixed) 
(Ju Vy 16) 

The King v The Board of Education app! of respts from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and A T Lawrence (Divis-onal 
Court) dated July 30, 1909 (Aug 10) Same v Same appl of respts 
from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and A 1 
Lawrence (Divisional Court) dated July 30, 1909 (Aug. 10 

Wojiechowski vy Mayor etc of Paddington appln of pltff for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt dated Oct 25, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury Middlesex (Nov 9) 


Roberts and ors v Hickman & Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Hamilton without a jury dated Nov 2, 1909 (Nov 15) 

Argentine Tierra De] Fuego Exploration Co ld v The British and Argen- 
tine Conpn ld appl of pltfis from judgt of Mr Justice Darling with 
out a jury dated Nov 24, 1909 (Dec 6) 
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Anderson vy Saunderson & 
on app! from verd 
Mr Justice Darling and 
Maude v Lumb appln o 
dict and judgt dated D 
and a special jury Lee 
Ann v Walker appli 
verdict and judgt 
Grantham and a spe 
Vasunaras v Ellerman L 
on appl from 
Justice Bray and a sper 
Keates Applicant v Lé 
appl of applicant from 
Ridley and Darling d 
Ayriss V Bond upp! of pit 
more dated Dec 8, 1909 
Clissold v Crutchley pp 
Phillimore daited 
Quintano v Petty 
trial on app 
before Mr Justice Law 








Morris v Carnarvon Ce 
Justices Darling and 1 
Moss v Kiph ak up 
ford dated Dec 16 
Clulee v 
veridct. and 
Jef and a « 
Frances Bamfield v G 
from judgt 
a4, 1909 Jan 
Smith Advertising Aiger 
Justice Bucknill wit 
(Jan 20) 
Kerrison v Glynn Mills C 
Justice Hamilt 
(Jan. 27) 
Webb v Grundler and 
on appl from verdict 
Mr Justice Ridley and a 
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in the Easter Sittings Paps 
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April and the 7th of May 


Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy 


Easter Sittings Paper 
Mr. Justice WARRINGTOY 
in the Daily Cause List M 


I 


continued.) 


SITTINGS, 1 
rO THE UHA) EI 
rt Caus i ft 
e his busi s as 


Except when ot 
Justice 


W 


posal of His Lordship’s Witness List daily tl 


Mr. Justice 
the Daily Cause List 
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District Registries and set down for t1 
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Summonses before the Judge in Chambers 

Justice SWINFEN Eapy and Mr. Just Part 

Monday during the sittir to hear Chamber 
Summonses adjourned into court and Nor 

heard by Mr. Justice Joycr. Mr. Justice S 
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WITH 
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CHANCERY CAUSES FOR 
Set 


Mr. Justice 


tetained by order. 


Before JOYCE. 


Causes for Tria. with Witnesses. 

Anglo-American Oil Co 
ict (to be mentioned 

Reynolds v Ilchester act 

Lane & Chaplin v Lane act pt hd 
not before April 20 

Brilliant 1907) ld v Jones 
act 

Manchester «& Liverpool 

Banking Co v Wood ict 


Sign Co 


Rome v Stuart act 
| Caytord v Stevens act, counte1 

claim and m f j 
Causes for Trial without Witnesses 





and Adjourned Summonses. 
re The Aluminium Corpn 
Lloyd’s Bank v The 
two adjd sumnses 
In re William Webb, 
v Webb idjd sumns 


1 


In 


Company 


dec Har 


In ve Sinclair, dec zvuwson Vv Sin 
lair adjd sumns 

In Fayl Pp le 3 Taylor 1] iyl I 
idjd sumns ; 
; Teal v Tea t without plead 
1S 
|} In re Jessop, a solr, & djd 
} sum 
| In re ] url 1 Nele my B 
| adjd sumns 
| In re Broome, dec Watmough y 
| Knott adjd sumns 
| 
| 








In € Beal Vv, dex Hub ird V 
i on adjd sumns 
Alfred Caton, dec Caton v 





V: cher adjd sumns 

In re The Bond Street Propert,; 
Investment Co Cottrell v The 
Company adjd sumns 

In re ‘Butters ‘Butters v Rayment 
adjd sumns 


In re The Rev J O'Sullivan, de 
O'Sullivan v Lynch adjd sumns 

In re L W Campbell, dec 
bell v Campbell adjd sumns 

idley Greaves vy Watkin 


imp- 
Ht 


‘ Jobson, dec Je 

adjd sumns 

In re Comf Fuller v Bray 
adjd sumns 

In re E N Dennys, dec Aumonier 
v Attorney-Gen adjd sumns 


In re Morris’ Estate Johns v 


} , 
ybson V 


mt, dec 


M Ve adjd eumns 

Balston vy Bayer adjd sumns 

In re Jackson, dec Toon v Jack 
son adjd sumns 


, ; | 
In re fhornton’s Settlement 


MeLeod v Thornton adjd sumns 
Poore’s Charity Charity 
Munday adjd sumns 
Price v Pri 


Commrs v 
e Price, 

idjd sumns 

In re E S Claremont and In r 
The Trustee Act, 1893 adjd 


In 


} 
dec 


Tr 4 
PUSLS 


In re ‘H € Trevanion’s } 
rrevanion v Lennox adjd sumns | 


In re Unite, dec Edwards v 
Harrison adjd sumns 

In re O Odams’ Estate Vokins 
v Vokins adjd sumns 

In re Whitehouse, dec Brooks vy 


Co adjd sumns 

In re Campbell, dec Burkinyoung 
Vv Seton adjd sumns 

In re Burnham, 
scriven adjd 

In re Burnham, de Wright v 
Burnham adjd sumns 

Owen’s Estate Stewart v 
Owen adjd sumns 

In re Richards’ Settlement 
rett v Upton adjd sumns 


Kayne 


dec Burnham yv 


sumns 


In 


re 


Bar- 





down to Mar« 








__ April g, toro 


h 24th, 
re Morgan’s 

Morgan 

Daniel v Coburn adjd sumns 

In re McElligott’s Estate Hod, 
v McEllig: djd s ‘ 

In re Fryer, dec Fryer v ] 
adjd sumns 


Estate D 


adjd su 


In 


+t 





In re Isabella G 
Graham v Graham adjd S 
In re Josiah Vavas rusts 


Webb ada t 


Frean v 


In re Fraser, d M 
Francis adjd sumns 

In re Innox Tannery Co ( 
topherson v The Com} 
sumns 

In re Stockham, 1 s 
Gardner adjd sumns 

In re Cohen, de Law 
Cohen adjd sum: 

In re Lewis, de 
Southey adjd sumns 

In re Ross, dec Carme \ i 
adjd sumns 

In re Ireland, de Gidle 
Dorcas Soc adjd sumns 


Architects v K 
adjd sumns 
In re Allin, de 
ljd sumns 
In re Breeds & C 
The Ce mpany 1a J 1 su 
Cox & Jernan k Lu 
v The Company adjd sumns 

Treherne, de We aa 


a \jd sumns 


pociety of 





1 


re 
lreherne 
In re 


Foreste1 


Torr’s Settlement 1 
adjd sumns 
re Preston’s ‘bstate 
Preston adjd sumns 
In re Davies, de E ins V Da 

adjd sumns 
In re Dawson, dec 
son adjd sumns 
re Armstrong 
Marchison 
In re Shanks, 
Shanks adjd sum 


In 


Smith v 
In dec Major 
adjd SUDDTS 


cle sna 


Further Considerations. 


Craven v Craven tur co! 1 t 
idjd sumnses 
In re G Wearing 
Wearing fur 


, de Wearing 


con 


Jefore Mr, Justice 
Causes for Trial without ‘Witnesse 
and Adjourned Summonses 
O'Reilly v adjd sun 





2 
yonney 





to come on Wil ur cor 

In re Shanaghan’s ‘rusts 
Shanaghan vy Shanaghan \jd 
sumns 

In re J P Robinson, dec C 


son V Robinson 
come on with fu 
re John Harris, de¢ 
Harris adjd sumns (restored 
In re J Carpenter, d 


In 


Elizabeth Carpenter, dec Rees 
v Thomas adjd sumns 

In re Llanove1 He ert v Ran 
adjd sumns 

In re Same Same v Same adja 
sumns 

till v J Stone & Co ld adjd 
sumns 

In re the Trade Marks Act, 1900 


In re Application 
motion 

In re Butler’s 
Seymour adjd sumns 

In re Douglas’ Trusts Douglas 
toberts adjd sumns 

In re Jones Davies v Parry adjd 
sumns 

In re Watkins’ 
V Spence adjd sum ns 


Settlement 








Ind 
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In re Silberhiitte Supply 
Nixon v The Company 
sumns 

In re Swann, dec Swann v Bowd 
adjd sumns 

Flommer v Renwick adjd sumns 


In re Townshend’s Settled Estates | 


Townshend v Howard adjd 
sumns 
In re Girling, dec Arnott v | 


Daniel adjd sumns 
In re Ashby’s Estate Browne v 
Tanqueray adjd sumns 
In re Motor Industrial Engineer- 
ing Co ld Calvert v The Com- 
pany adjd sumns 
In re Gellibrand Peckham v 
Gellibrand adjd sumns 


W Toogood Id v Sanderson adjd 
sumns 

In re Stokes’ Will Stokes vi 
Wilson adjd sumns 


In re Leftwich, dec 
Leftwich adjd sumns 


Spicer Vv 


In re The Gloria Copper Mines | 


(Spain) ld Toller v The Com- 
pany m f j (short) 
In re Strachan, dec’ Baker v 


Redgrave adjd sumns 
In re Wrexham Parochial 
tional) Foundation Attorney- 
Gen v Denbighshire County 
Council adjd sumns 
In re the Application of Aktiebo- 
laget, B A F Gorth & Co, for 
Registration of Trade Mark, No 
312,277, and In re The Trade 
Marks Act, 1905 Motion 
Tunnicliffe v C Field & Co 
In re B H Smith, dec 
Smith adjd sumns 
In re T Edmunds, dec 
Shotbolt adjd sumns 


m # j 
Smith v 


Simpson v 


In re Peek, dec Gard v Frean 
adjd sumns 
In re Johnston, dec Mills v 


Johnston adjd sumns 


Further Considerations, 


In re Hard, dec Whittle v Clark- 


son Hard v Clarkson 
In re Ashby, dec Brimson v 
Ashby 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Petitions, 

Ind, Coope & Co ld (petn of O 
Spalding) Same (petn of H. G 
De Costa) Same (petn of 

Shuters, Chippendales & Colyers 
ld s o from Jan 18, 1910, to 
the first Petition day in June, 
1910) 

British Aluminium Co ld (petn of 
Dick Kerr & Co ld) Same (petn 
of A Schonfield & Co so from 
Mar 1, 1910, to May 3, 1910) 

West End Trust ld (petn of J W 
Coade_s o from Mar 8 to April 
6, 1910) 

Kitson Empire Lighting Co ld 
(petn of W M Still & Sons ld 
s o from Mar 8 to April 6, 1910) 

Henry Heath ld (petn of Johnson, 
Riddle & Co ld s o from Mar 
15 to April 6, 1910) 

Moorwood, Sons & Co ld petn of 
Mather & Platt ld ss o from 
Mar 15 to the last Petition day 
in July) 5 

R Empson & Co ld (petn of Co- 
Partnership lds 0 from Mar 15 
to April 12, 1910) 

British Submarine Boat 
(petn of P Buchler 


Co ld 
s o from | 


.. Mar 15 to April 12, 1910) 
Vivid” Syndicate 1d (petn of | 
o from Mar 


H F Duncombe s 


Co 
adjd 


Educa- | 





Trinity Sittings) 

Blanchards (London) ld (petn of 
| Mappin & Webb (1908) ld s o 
from Mar 22 to April 6, 1910) 
Samson Leather Treads and Tyre 
Co ld (Guernsey) (petn of Man- 
chester & Liverpool District 
Banking Co ld) Same (Court 
Sumns No 6—for leave to cross- 
examine s 0 from March 22 to 
| April 6, 1910) 


General Finance and Credit Co ld | 


(petn of J L © Thoms) Same 
| (petn of L Eisler s o from Mar 
22 to April 19, 1910) 
Ship Canal Works ld 
M E H Laborde) 
Rice Hamilton Exploration Syn- 
dicate ld (petn of Rhodesia 1d) 
British Equitable Bond & Mort- 
gage Corpn ld (petn of M J 


(petn of 


Parker Manchester District 
Registry) 
Farrington & Co Id (petn of 


Harley, Paine & Stewart) 
Altai Gold Concessions ld (petn of 
Alfred Couldrey & Co Id) 
Farrington & Co ld (petn of Asso- 
ciated Newspapers ld) 
Hyde Spinning Co ld (petn of J 
Berry ‘Manchester District 


Registry) 

North West Shipping Co ld (petn 
of Prince Line 1d) 

Cosmopolitan Publications ld (petn 
of J Makin & Son 1d) 

General United Slate Co ld (petn 
of Lord Herbert Vane Tempest) 


Mhancery Division. 
Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies Act, 1907. 

Oils & Merchandise (Africa) ld (on 


over generally) 


Petition under Section 45 of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908 


land Co ld 
1909, ta 


Anglo-Egyptian 
(ordered on July 27, 
stand over generally) 


Petition (to confirm alteration to 
Memo, of Assoc.). 


South Australian Land Mortgage 
and Agency Co ld and reduced 


Petitions (to confirm reduction of 
Capital). 
United Egyptian Lands ld 
reduced 


R White & Sons Id and reduced 


and 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Motion. 
Alexandra Hotel Co (Saltburn-by- 
the-Sea) ld (for four day order 
for submission of account) 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Court Summonses. 

Commercial Industrial: & Land Co 
of Egypt ld (for payment of 
dividend—ordered on Feb 1, 
1910 to stand over generally) 

C J Culliford & Sons ld Edwards 
v C J Culliford & Sons ld (for 
directions as to procedure— 
—ordered on Feb 1, 1910 to 
stand over generally) 

Progressive Assce Co Id (as to pay- 
ment of life claim—ordered on 
Feb 1, 1910 to stand over 
generally) 

Spanish Prospecting Co ld (for in- 
junction—ordered on Feb 1, 


22 to the first Petition day in | 





Mar 23, 1909, ordered to stand | 





1910 to stand over generally) 


United Butter Companies of 
France Id (on claim of Thomas— 
with witnesses—ordered on Feb 
22, 1910 to stand over generally) 


Piccadilly Hotel ld Gunn and 
anr v Piccadilly Hotel ld (on 
priorities) 





3efore Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained Matters. 
Further Consideration. 
In re W S Wheeley dec Harward 
v Corrigan sumns to vary and 
fur con pt hd (fixed for April 5) 


Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 

Collins v Stevens act (fixed for 
April 5) 

Attorney-Gen at the relation of the 
Mayor, etc, of Holborn v The 
Chandos Land and Bldg Soc 
act pt hd (s o day to be fixed) 


Motions. 
Stancomb and ors v The Trow- 
bridge Urban District. Council 


(with witnesses) (fixed for April 


5) 
In re Shale Mining Co Urban v 
The Company 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re W A L Svmons dec _ Bour- 
sot v Hall adjd sumns 
In re Symons’ Trusts Cohen v 
Boursot adjd sumns 
In re F _ Schlette 
Schlette adjd sumns 
In re G K Morgan, dec 
v Davey adid sumns 
In re Thomas Clayton, dee Clay- 
ton v Clayton adjd sumns 


Iumley v 


Dowson 


In re Hope’s Settled Estates adjd 
sumns 
Tu re Thursby’s Settlement Grant 


v Littledale 
In re Baiss, dec 
adjd sumns 


adjd sumns 
Baiss v Hough 


Causes for Trial fwith witnesses). 

Mendelssohn v Traies & Son (s 0 
pending settlement) 

The British Thomson Houston Co 
ld v Midland Ry Co 

Vogt v Morse act 
July 1) 

Ker Sevmer v Benett Stanford act 
(s o Trinity) 

In re Stainsley, dec Bentley and 


(not. before 


ors v Whitfield act 

Brinton v Homfray act 

In re Catford Building Supply 
Assoc ld Messers v Catford 


Building Supvly Assoc motion 

London and Provincial Bank v 
Rowlands act 

T Sugden Id v Ferguson 
counterclaim 

Babcock & Wilcox ld v The Water 
Tube Boiler and Engineering Co 
and ors act and counterclaim 
Tudson v Stephenson act 

In re Scott, dec Scott v 
act 

Powell v Snencer 

Moger v Miles act 

Snelman v Pharaoh act 

Mansbridge v Butler act 

Webb v Webb act and motion for 
judet 

Bawden v Bawden act 

Tn the Matter of Letters Patent 
No. 28,807 of 1904. and in the 
matter of the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1907 petition with 
witnesses 

Brailev v Rhodesia Consolidated 
ld (in liquidation) and Walter 
Winder act 

Curzon v Leigh act 

Reuter v Bradford 


act and 


Scott 


act 


Advance Co 








act 


Johnson and ors v Grice and anr 
act 

Friedeberger v Davies 

Hudson v Spencer act 

Welsh v White act 

Smith v Smith act 

Phillips v Morford act Morford 
v Phillips by counterclaim 


act 


Butler v Rice and ors act 

Cooke v Rigby act 

Evans v Rees and anr_ act 
Crawshay v Howell act and 


counterclaim 
Barnett v The Mayor, Aldermen, 
etc., of the Borough of Woolwich 
act 
Burdett-Coutts v 
Council act 
Young and anr v Toplis & Harding 


Ridge Parish 


and ors” act 
In re Liebhaber’s Patent No. 
17,760 of 1903 and In re The 


Patents and Designs Act, 1907 
ptn 

Sham v Horzog act 

Keary v Acme Tone Engraving Co 
act 

Robert Green ld v Slater act 

Smith v Aitken act 

Thornton & Crebbin ld v A B C 
Cab Cold act and counterclaim 

Kegan Paul, Trench, Triibner & 
Co v Stanley Paul & Co act 

Pierrepont v Dixon & British 


Diatoric Manufacturing Co act 
Pywell v James & Co act 
Heavey v Cail act 
Millard v Parker act 
Phipos v Callegari act 
Freeman v Robinson act 
Hawd & Spicer ld v The Dix 


Record Co act 
Price v Spode act 
Shirreffs vy Hooper act and m f j 
Dearden v Dearden act and 
counter-claim 
Townend v MeVittie act 


Before Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Retained by order. 
Adjourned Summonses, 

In re Kimmond Field v Kimmond 

Murray v Dixon (s 0) 

In re James Johnston, dec 
v Johnston 

In re Steel’s 


Mills 


Trusts Bentley v 


Prince pt hd (s o) 
Motions. 
Samuel Allsopp & Sons ld v 


Reynolds 
Kershaw v Reeser 
Ibrahim v Hassan 
Cohen v Josephson 
Kingston v Gilligan 


Petition. 
Mitchell vy Gale pt hd 
Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 


In re James Daniels, the elder, 


dec Weeks v Daniels act 
Deterding v Dack act 
Kock v Spaull act 
Owen v Jones act 
In re Hodgson Hodgson v Hodg- 
son adjd sumns (with witnesses) 
In re Crabtree, dec Thomas v 
Crabtree adjd sumns (with wit- 


nesses) 


St Mungo Manufacturing Co v 


Viper Recovering Co act 
Earl of Onslow v Grant act 
Rhodesia Goldfields v Partridge 


act 

Willmott v London Road Car Co 
act and counter-claim 

Bacon v Walke act 

Scrase v Pride act 
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Hauke Bros & Gibson v E Ashford Inre Gordon dec Gordon vy Sharp In re Alice Adams’ Charity Stock | Morley v Smith act Hi 
& Co and In re Hauke Bros. & |! fur con v Attorney-Gen adjd sumns Baslow v Denholm act pt hd 1 
Gibson’s Design, No 548,928,; In the Estate of Johnson, dec} In re Wilmer, dec Wingfield v | Stringer v Neely act (not before 
and In re the Patent & Designs (Lord Bishop of Colchester) | Moore adjd sumns May 2) a 
Act, 1907 act and motion | Glyn v Richards fur con | In re Savage, infants Wilson v Kelland act 

Encinillas Mines ld v Anglo-| W J Smith ld v Garratt fur con: In re Peters, dec Peters v | Brook vy Auty act 


Williams v Williams act 

Enever v Middleditch act and 
counter-claim (not before April 
11) 


Wright adjd sumns 


Mr. Justice Eve. 


American Syndicate act 
Hopley v Tarvin Parish Council 
act and counter-claim 


and adjd sumns 





Hamttton, 
me 


Adjourned Summonses. Before 














Attorney-Gen v W H Smith & Son; In re Sir Samuel Wilson, dec Retained by Order, Sg eo a oy 
act Wilson v Wilson adjd sumns Motions. a ad be A 1 88) ee oo 88 
Deans v Chambers act Havana Cigar and Tobacco Fac-| Jowett v Progressive Assce Co In om Wilkingon R rtcliffe ry Wil ae 
Hennige v Brambley act tories Id vy Tiffin (1905) ld adjd | Chappell v Duveen kinson act , igi: 3 
Swan v Loughran act ard counter sumns In re Watkins Morris v Jones Davies v Hughes act - 
claim In re J P Sawyer, de Inre EJ] The Saccharin Corpn ld v The] q, i ite The . : i 3 
a et : : ‘ Ma ; ITN WOOL v 1¢ Rochdale r) 
eatty v Courage act and counter- Bray, dec Andrew v Pearn and National Saccharin Co ld motn Skating Rink Co ld ac 5 
claim ors adjd sumns ‘ : Be Besa Oo 18 “Och *& 
Th Wintl , , it ‘ r and adjd sumns Ford v Rixon act x 
omas v Wintle ac n re homas reweexe, dec] Miller v Barrow Blank >j BY 

. , ; : a anket v J. D. ‘her & So 
Powell v Hinckley act Robinson v Robinson adjd sumns | Same v Same anh tv J. D. Pitcher & nid —_ 
Brown . Hadingh stn In re Thomas Uppington, dec] Bechstein v Barker (April 6) Laskey v Skippon act and m f " 
Serjeant v 2 pat —_ Turnham v Coates adjd sumns Watts v Everitt Press M snail 5 
Betts v Selfridge act In re Earnshaw, dec Cates v Petition. turing Co act ia b 
Same v Same _ act Deaialiate: gilt : . ” : ’ ; g Co ¢ f 
Bass v Berliner ; ant ond aout 1 a aoe Exparte The Penrith Urban Dis- | Bechstein v ‘Barker & Barker act a 
Alstnn ; In o: Willi ses hit, read, dec trict Council (Pattison’s Mort- and motion for attachment (ad- : 
ee ed n re William Whitehead, dec gages) s o generally | vanced by order) (fixed for April a" 
HS Tock | ne a at ; Harrison v Whitehead adid : 6) e 
S Tosh & Co v Cooper ey . ” . : : Ris . r .§ 
ny : : lai a4 ? ne . etic di Further Consideration. Wisotzky v Goldstein act ale 
counter-ciaim In re Ellen Russell Smith’s Set , ‘ ’ Frost v Richardson act 4! 
Cox v Vigers act .T az | InreSalmen Salmen v Abrahams : sheen : . 
hs eo: me tlement In re Trustee Act, 1893 at ates Gein taemaden Gk adam Giles v Jackson act 7 
——— be ; ng nT ao In re Public Trustee Act, 1906 ; la ee i John & Rees v George act = 
slonary Interest Co v lornbury adjd s s Ti r Wrae Si ae ¥ 
ant adj l sumns | :; Adjourned Summonses. Elliott v Freeborn, Franklin & Co $ 
: In re A A Spink, dec In re A & act a 


Lovelock v Allee act 


Wayman vy Seymour act 

In re Wm Brown, dec Ashbee v 
Brown act 

Butler v Wightman act 

Trafford v St Faith’s Urban Dis 


trict Council act and counter- 


claim 


Whitehead v Bartlett act 

Thermos ld v Isola Id act 

Woolstanton United Urban Dis- 
trict Council v Tunstall Urban 


District Council act 
Green v Mayor, &c of 
act 
In re Hanbury, 
de Broke v Hanbury 
Sprague v Abram act 
Fox v Astrachans ld act 
Palmer v Turner act 
Alexander v Tilley act 
Hunt. v Hunt act 
South Eastern Ry Co v The Asso 
ciated Portland Cement) Manu- 


facturers (1900) Id 


Hackney 


dec 


Willoughby 
act 


act 


Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Retained Matters. 


Causes for Trial with Witnesses. 

Causton v Rider and ors act and 
counter-claim 

Carmont v The Patriotic Invest- 
ment Corpn Id and ors act 


Wetherley & Sons v The Inter- 
national Horse Agency and 
Exchange ld_ act (s o not before 
April 20) 

Hird v Ruskin College act 

In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905, 
and In the Matter of an Awppli- 
cation, No 309,084, by the 
Gramophone Co ld act ~ 

Tles v Besses 0’ th’ Barn Old Band 
Union ld act (s o not before 
May 24) 

The (Hopton Wood Stone Firms 1d 


v J J Gething and anr act 
Hunt, Roope, Teage & Co v 
Ehrmann Bros act 
Mills and ors v Bourne act 


Further Considerations. 

In re The One and All 

and Accident Assce 

In re the Trustee Act, 1893 
Rossington v Trabhen fur con 

In re Barrar & Cold Ruck-Keene 


Sickness 
Assoc and 





v Chaplin fur con 


Freeman, dec Freeman v Fiee 
man adjd sumns 
Kettlewell =v Kettlewell 
sumns 
In re S J Marchant, dee 
v The Royal Society 
Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals adjd sumns 
Ir re Edmund Richards’ 
Thomas v Westcott 
Mellor v Dunn’ two adjd sumns 
In re John McKie Elliott, dee 
Raven v Nicholson adjd sumns 
In re Baxter, dec Malling v Addi 
son adjd sumnn 
In re J Stevenson, de 
Goostry 


adjd 
Weaver 
for the 


Trusts 
adjd sumns 


Malkin v 


adjd sumns 


In re O P Wethered, dec 
Wethered v Wethered adjd 
sumns 

W J Smith Id v Garratt adjd 
sumns with witnesses (to come 


on with fur 
In re Thomas Willcox, 
McMichael v Gough adjd sumns 
In re Puxley’s Settlement Tn re 
the Settled Land Act In re 
Puxley, an infant adjd sumns 
In re P Collings, a Solr, and In 
re Taxation of Costs adjd sumns 
In re Gibson Gibson vy Norman 
adjd sumns 
In re Morrison 
rison adjd sumns 
In re Wharton, dec Wharton v 
Wharton adjd sumns 
In re Charlotte Wharton Whar- 
ton v Burnley adjd sumns 
Cadman v Beardshaw adjd sumns 


con) 


dec 


Morrison v Mor- 


In re Bush (the younger), dec 
Bush vy Ward adjd sumns 
In re Hepburn, dec Hepburn v 


Hillier adjd sumns 
In re The Anterior 
Gold Mines ld 


(Matabele) 

Maddocks v The 
Company motn for judgt (short) 

In re Allistone, dec Allistone v 
Allistone adjd sumns 

In re Cook, dec Lacy v Benson 
adjd sumns 

Tn re Mary Williams, dec 
Edwards v Williams adjd sumns 

Pinaud v Worner adjd sumns 

In re Wise, dec Galbraith v Hay 
adjd sumns 

In re Earl of Stamford and War- 
rington, dec Payne v Grey 
adjd sumns 


In re Emil Gutmann, dec Ghideth 
v Morley adjd sumns 

In re Tweedie, dec Bishop v The 
Atlas Assce Co adjd sumns 


Ti re Colbeck, dec Hall v Col- 
beck adjd sumns 

In re Elferd Lewis v_ Elford 
adjd sumns 

In re J Grierson, dec In re M E 


Clarke v Grier 
adjd sumns 

Fish, dec In re F J Fish, 
dec Fish v Light adjd sumns 

In re Campsill, dec 
Hinde adjd sumns 

In re Maitland 
adjd sumns 

Ir re Slaughter 
son adjd sumns 

Garwood v Paynter adjd sumns 

Monckton v Gramaphone Co adjd 
sumns 

In re Mayor and Corpn of London 
Mayor and Corpn of London v 
Great Western and Metropolitan 


Grierson, dec 
son 
In re 


Rys adjd sumns 
i 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Toler, dee Toler vy Rebow 
act 


Attorney-Gen v Andover Corpn 

Wiseman v Patz act (s o for dis- 
covery) 

Smith-Bosanquet v Smith act 

In re Treherne Treherne v Tre- 
herne act (not before April 12) 

Barnett v Barnett act 

Convelas v Wilkinson 

In re Pollard, dec 


act 


Willison v 


Young act 
Attorney-Gen v East Surrey Water 
Co act 


Reading v | 
Dawes v Pickthall | 


Walton v Aitchi- | 


Merrick v Liverpool Corpn 


In re Owen Evans, dec Hughes v 
Hughes act 
Richardson vy Suart 
Suart v Richardson 
In re Howe, dec 
Ferniehough act 
claim 
Shipley v Dallen 
Fairhurst v Simon 
In re Randall, dec 
Randall act 


act 
act 
{Wilkinson v 


and counter- 


act 
act 
Randall vy 


Smith v Stamford, Spalding & 
Boston Banking Co act 
Kemball v Guilford act 


Thomas Jones v Albert Jones act 
London & North Western Ry vy 
Howley Park Coal and Cannel 


Co act 
Hooper v Cozens act 
Steeden v Walden act 
Wells v Wells act 


Gardner v Kingston act 

Selfridge & Co ld v Todd & Crone 
act and counter-claim 

Gibbs and Plumbe act 

Pomery v Pomery act 

Mosely v The Koffyfontein Mines 
ld act 


Countess of Clancarty v McLean 


Myott act 
King v The Medway (Upper) 


Nawigation Co act 


Andrews v Young act 

In re Wootten, dec Stimpson v 
Wootten act 

The Edinburgh Life Assce Co v 
Jones act 


LIVERPOOL AND MANCHESTER 
District REGISTRIES. 
act 


Albiston v Lees act 





The Circuits of the Judges. 
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High Court of Justice.—King’s Bench 


t before EASTER SITTINGS, 1910. 
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Groreraw Sreamsure Co, Lrn. 
Dean & Srarr, Lrp. 

Heptry 8S. Howr & Co, Lrp. 

Joums Heats & Co, Lrp. 

M. N, Sywpicate, Lrp. 

Cressproox Mitus Co, Lrp. 

A. Bratre, Lev. 

MaxseymaronoG Couurery Co, Lrp. 
Somerser Russer Estate, Lrv. 


8.J. 
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-—The above arrangements are subject to the rec 
veal and to the Election Petition 
lection Petition Judges. 
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Windi i 
inding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fnrivay, April 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep In CHANOERY. 

Faresanx Breariey, Ltp—OCreditora are required, on or before April 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert South- 
on Dawson, 9, Charles st, Bradford. Ratcliffe & Greenwood, Bradford, solors for 

iquidator 

Grorcsr Corron & Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented March 23, directed to be 
heard at the Court-house, Macclesfield, on April 14, at 3. Green. Stockport, solor for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of April 13 

Litusr & Jsnxins, Lro—Creditora are required, on or before April 20, to send their 
names and addresses. with particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles 
Bourner, Bush In House, Cannon st, liquidator 

Nationat Reverstonary Investment Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debits or 
claims, to Walter Scadding, 23. Gordon st, Gordon sq, liquidator 

NortTHern Vutcanisine AND Rupser Co, Lto—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 80, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Robert Southworth Dawson, 9, Caarles st, Bradford, Ratcliffe & Green- 
wood, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Pioumpers Suprty Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up. preeented March 9, directed to bs 
heard before the Court at Liverpool on April 15. Hill & Co, Liverpool, solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of April 14 

London Gazette.—Tvurspay, April 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep In OHANCERY. 

Avrowaric Gas Ligurer, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presanted April 2, directed to be 
heard April 19. Templer & Co, Lombard st, solors for the petner. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 18 

Bromury Co.iirery, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before May 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to George 
Frederick Maggs, Bromley Colliery, Stanton Drew, nr Bristol. Wansbrough & Co, 
solors for the liquidator 

Inp1a Devetorment Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or bofore June 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars or their debts and claims, to William 
Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator 

Cartpsean Marine Satvace Co, Urp—Petn for winding up, presented April 1, directed 
to be hoard April 19. Watson & Watson, Fenchurch st, solors for the petner. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of April 18 

Onsen, Gees & Co, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented March 17, directed to be 
heard before the court at John st, Sunderland, April 22. Archer & Co, Stockton 
on Tees, solors for the petrer; Crump & Co, Old Queen st, Westminster, 
London agents. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of April 21 

Henpersons Nicet, Lrp—Creditors are requirei, on or before May 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Oscar Berry, 
Monnment Honse, Monument sq. Armitage & Oo, Bishopsgate st Within, 
solors for the liquidator 


Met: oponrtan AnD Smeravasts Launpries, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 


March 31, directed to be heard April 19. Young & Co, Ely pl, solors for the 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 


in the afternoon of April 18 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, April 1. 


J. P. Trust, Lro. 

Osmonp Jorwery Co, Lrp. 

Arra Synpicatr, Lrp. 

Daenorwic, Lrp, 

E. A. Ros:nson & Co, Lrp. 

Marcuam & Co, Lrv. 

Parsons Non-Sxrp Co, Lrp (Reconstruction), 
Norturrn Crvemato@rara Oo, Lrp. 
Linerniz, Lrp, 

Firerroor CxutuLoip Sywpicats, Lip, 
I. R. Sywprcare, Lrp, 

Oxrro Sawp Baicks Oo, Lrp. 

Sxverw Hovss, Lrp. 

Aaar & Son, Lrp. 

Oxrorp Foop Rsevogm Socikgry, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Touxspay, April 5, 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
April 13.—Messrs. Epwix Fox, Bovusrixip, Burnerrs & Bappe.ey, at the Mart, 





at 2: Freehold Property (see advertisement, back page, April 2. 


April 15.—Messre. Humsert & Frint, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises (see 


advertisement, back page, this week). 


April 19.—Messrs. Detver, Jonas & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property and 


Estate (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


April 25,- Messrs. Aurrep Savitri & Sows, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 


Rents (see advertisement, back 


page, week. 
April 25.—Messrs, Nicnotas, at the Mart, at 2: Frechold Building Land (see adver- 


tisement, back page, this week). 


April 25 and May 6.—Messrs, Bartram & Heywoop, at the Mart: Freehold Grouad 


Rents (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


back page, this week). 


May 4 —Messrs. Nicnoxas, at Southampton, at 3: Country Seat (see advertisement 
May 9.—Messrs. Jovzs, Lanc & OCo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold investments wd 


y.—Messrs. Hotcomex, Betrs & West; Freehold Estate (see advertisement, back 
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Result of Sale. 
REvERSIONS, 

Messrs, H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 904) of the 
above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thuraday last, when 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£1,870 :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION— 
To £7 was = oon son ooo ove ot oe Sold £385 
To a Legacy of £1,500 .., a sel ax ’ hs és o &758 
To £1,439 ... ove aes ‘an aes ee ; wad ne 1» £730 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Craim 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 25, 

Rewpart. Wirtram, West Town, Backwell, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper April 18 
Rendall v Rendall and Others, Judge in Chambers, Room No 692, Royal VCourts 
Robinson, Bow rd, Bow 

Sgarte, Wii11aM, Haverstock hill, Poultry Salesman April 26 Brooke Brothers v 
Searle, Swinfen Eady, J Evans, Theobald’s rd 

Stewart, Jonn, Upper Norwood, Builder April 29 Pyett v Stewart, Eve, J Kite, 
Queen Victoria st 

Wess, Jonn., Handsworth, Stefford, Builder May 2 Grundy and Another v Mycroft 
and Another, Warrington, J Tanfield, Birmingham 


London Gazette,—Turspay, March 29. 
Harazis, Wiit1aM, Dilwyn, Hereford April 30 Harris v Hall, Swinfen Eady, J 
Lloyd, Leominster 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciarm. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, March 25. 
Auugnsy, Lucy, Helmsley, Yorks April15 Paull, Harrogate 
Barrer, Saraw Evizapetu, Chigwell, Essex April2 Martin & Co, Philpot In 
Bates, Maatna, Blackpool May9 Waterhouse, Blackpool 
Beavwont, Exvizaseta, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield April 30 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Binns, Betsy Ann, Birkby, Huddersfield April 30 Sykes, Huddersfiek 
Bisnop, Jouw NaTaaniet, Highgate, Wine Merchant April 30 Irvine & Co, Crutched 

Friars, Mark In 

Bower, Ropert, Marsden, nr Huddersfield April30 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Broox, MatrHewman, Huddersfield, Carding Engineer April 30 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Brooxs, Emma Maetiissa, Nottingham April 30 Heynes, Nottingham 
Cocxett, Wii.t1am Josern Henry, Forest Gate April2 Martin & Co, Philpot In 
Co.is, Groree, Clapton common April 23 Jarvis, Finsbury sq 
Couxs, Letitia, Clapton common April 23 Jarvis, Finsbury sq 
Crort, James, Atherton, Lancs May 20 Carr, Atherton 
CruroxsHank, James, Leadenhall st May 1 Moore & Co, Lymington 
Deserrez, Partie Henry Sovu.stev, Clifton, Bristol April 26 Strickland & Co, Bristol 
Dicker, Epirna, Folkestone May 17 King & Co, Cannon st 
Dopgson, Matraew Txomas, Brawby, Yorks, Yoeman April 30 Soulby, Malton 
Evans, Witiram, Talfourd rd, Peckham April 29 Haines, Serjeart’s inn, Fleet st 
Friorack, Jacon Josera, Dresden, Saxuny, Commission Agent May1 Lowndes & Co, 


Liverpool 
Forsaytn, Sara, Upper Parkstone Mayi1 Stockon, Lime st aq 
Granam, Cuaries, Hastings May 1 Croxsman & Co, Cheobald’s rd, Gray’s inn 


Granan, Jonx, Leadgate, Durham April 25 Maugham & Hall, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Havpaye, Samvuet Leemine, Kingston upon Hull, Steam Trawler Owner May 31 
Middlemiss & Pearce, Hull 

Hatrorp, Geratp Avaustvs, Aldeburgh, Suffolk April 23 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st 

Harpy, Euizaneru, South Shields April6 Hannay & Hannay, South Shields 

Hartanp, Sir Freperick Dixon Dixon, Chesham pl May 16 Rawle & Uo, Bedford 
row 

Haatvey, Rosauixe, Cheadle, Chester April 30 Brown & Co, Stockport 

Taeteens, Severe Convers, Blackheath, Kent April 29 Marchant & Co, Broadway, 
Deptfo: 

Haynes, Cuaries Epwarp, Sheffield April 22 Machen, Sheffield 

Heapp, Ciara, Guion rd, New King’srd, Fulham April 30 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

Hospay, Exiza, Lichfield May5 Wearing, Wolverhampton 

Moyts, Carotixe Lucy Dorotnea, Gipsy hill April 25 Robinson & Co, Eastcheap 
bldgs, Eastcheap 

Joutey, AtFrep, Chatham April30 Greathead & Goldie, Rochester 

Larraik, Cvrare 81x, Hampstead April 29 Brooks & Co, Godliman st, Doctors 
Common 

LatHarn, Micuart, Horsley on Tyne, Northumberland, Mason April 30 Dickinson & 
Co, Newcastle on Tyne 

Latwary, Maraaret, Horsley on Tyne April 30 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Liew, Davip Moraan, Pontypool, Mon, Engineer May 23 Watkins & Co, Ponty- 

100 

Lott, Jonas, Farnborough April 30 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

MaveEvey, James Cuatsurn, Guildford, Civil Engineer May 14 Potter & Crundwell, 
Guildford 

Marnstonk, Evizaneta, Park Ridings, Wood Green April30 Routh & Co, Southampton 
st, Bloomsbury 

Marouant, THomas Bop, Woodchurch, Kent, Paper Manufacturer April30 Marchant, 
Charles st, St James’s sq 

Mason, Mary Hannan, Wallington May1 Pothecary, Basinghall st 

Massry, Epwagp Stocks, Bamford Hall, nr Rochdale May 2 Southern & Co, Burnley 

Mayrnarp, Tuomas, Walthamstow May 10 Sheehy, Coleman st 

Minsox, Henry, Green lanes, Stoke Newington April 22 Edwards & Co, Lawrence ln, 
Cheapside 

MitcHe.y, Witrrep Jony, Lanark, NB April 26 Frame & Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Morpaoust, Jemima, Paignton, Devon April 23 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle 

Noarta, Mityes, Heckmondwike April30 Sykes, Huddersfield 

Pairson, Ayn, Kirby, Yorks April 25 Carrick, Stokesley 

Pepys, Caroune, Richmond May7 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

PickrorD, Jonn, Newbourne, Suffolk May 10 A & GW Fox, Manchester 

Ronerts, Grorar, Altrincham April13 Laycock, Altrincham 

Roskett, Avian, Onslow sq, Kensington April 30 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Rouse, Rosert, Reigate May 18 Burch & Co, Spring gdns 

Rvssxx1, Samvet, JP, Walsall April 25 Wilkinson & Co, Walsall 

Scort, Euma, Newcastle upon Tyne April 30 Mather & Dickinson, Newcastle upon 

'yne 

Srane, Canouixe, Burgess Hill, Sussex April 30 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

SrarntHorr:, Tomas, Horncastle, Lincs May 6 Clitherow & Son, Horncastle 

TANNER, CHARLRs, Fairfield April2 Oppenheim & Son, Liverpool 

Tarsevt, Evizasetn Lypta Mary, Bexley April30 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

at — Howarp, Bexley, Kent, Licensed Victualler April30 Bartlett & Son, 
jush In 

Txompson, CuristraN, Patahull rd, Kentish Town April 30 Bartlett & Son, Bush In 

‘Warp, Exiza Hazzirtt, Gainsborough April 22 Robbs & Bell, Gainsborough 

Wiixes, Henry, St John’s rd, Highgate hill April23 Jarvis, Finsbury sq 

Wittras, Ex1za, Bournemouth April25 Mooring &Co, Bournemouth 

Woorear Witx1aM, Seaford, Sussex, Ironmonger April 20 Lambe, Seaford 











London Gaxette.—TUESDAY, March 29. 
Sceraen, Dene Hay, East Dereham, Norfolk April 26 Cooper & Co, East 
reham 

Agmstrone, Emma, Prestwich, Lancs May 13 Hadfield & Co, Manchester 

Bacwati, Joun, Wakefield May 10 Mason & Co, Wakefield 

Barker, CoarLtes Myuye, Bedford row May 14 Barker & Co, Bedford row 

Corz, Forrest Henry, Gloucester April 18 Franklin & Jones, Gloucester 

Dogmer, James, Letchworth, Herts, Painter April25 Hardy & Tabor, Letchworth 

Haxcock, Witttam Irpert, Queen Anne st, Cavendish sq, FRCS May 10 Downing & 
Co, Crosby sq 

Harpine, Maucaret Acyes, Carlisle April 16 Mawson & Glenny, Carlisle 

Lovepay, Grorar, New Wanstead, Essex May7 Wild & Collins, Trump st, King st 

Mung, Juuia, Ringmer, nr Lewes, Sussex May1 Harris & Harris, Sittingbourne 

MytrTox, oe - tc Hensext, Garth,Montgomery April2i Harrisons & Winnall, 
Welshpoo 

Paar, Ayyeg, Southport April 30 Worden & Ashington, Southport 

PrenDerGast, MarGaRet Anne, Eastbourne Mayl4 Barker & Co, Bedford row 

Rusuworrns, Catering, Moss Side, Manchester April9 Hinchcliffe, Manchester 

Usuer, Joun, Leeds, Journeyman Tailor April 23 Morgan, Leeds 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 1. 

Anstey, Hanyan Louisa, Chigarapuram, Mysore, India May 10 James & James, Ely 
pl, Holborn circus 

Bicot, Maurice Grorce, L’Atlantide Auglet Bayonne, France, Provision Merchant 
May 2 Humphreys & Co, Cranbourn st 

Brraxt, Mary, Ingatestone, Essex May18 Humfrys & Symonds, Hereford 

ConyeLt, Dasiet, Frizington, Cumberland, Husbandman May 21 Brockbank & Co, 
Whitehaven 

CoyraL, Marie Evoente, Chester sq April 21 Duffy, Basinghall st 

Dentox, Any, Addiscombe May5 Marshall & Powell, Croydon 

Douuiar, THomas Arrken, New Bond st May 17 Master & Co, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Eastwoop, James, Southport, Boot and Shoe Dealer May7 Holme, Clitheroe 

Fersieres, Coartes Conrap Apotpaus Baron Du Bots pz, Cheltenham May7 Evans 
& Evill, Chepstow 

Firtoyx, Epwarp Brown, Malvern, Worcester May2 Hanbury & Co, New Broad st 

Fox, Grorce, Staincliffe, Batley, Yorks, Cotton Spinner May1 Wilman, Batley 

GatLoway, Wiiwtam, Oakleigh Park, Commission Agent May 4 Crump & Son, 
Leadenhall st 

Garpyer, Harry, Fulham, Commercial Traveller April 27 Woodbridge & Sons, Ser- 
jeants inn, Fleet st 

Harcreaves, Fanny Georatana, Onslow sq May l4 Staviland & Son, Boston 

Harries, Howe xt, Uford, Chemist’s Assietant June 1 Stephens, Carmarthen 

Jones, Witttam, Birkenhead,Chester, Merchant July] Jones & Rees, Liverpool 

Lampert, CHartes Epwarp, Effingham, Surrey Trower & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Lawsoy, Annie, Leeds April 26 Simpson & Co, Leeds 

Lewis, Jane MarGaret, Eastbourne May1 Deacon & Co, Great Saint Helens 

Lewis, Saran, Swansea, Grocer April 30 Wood, Swansea 

Muper, Jutia, Ringmer, nr Lewes Mayl Harris & Harris, Sittingbourne 

Mucrorp, Wi.tt1am Epwarp, Exeter April15 Roberts & Andrew, Exeter 

Norris, Rosert Apams, Brislington, Somerset, Timber Merchant May 2 Barry & 
Harris, Bristol 

Nurrtaty, Jorpay, Swinton, Lancs, Sheet Metal Worker May6 Wilson, Manchester 

O’Brien, Evcenr, Liverpool April30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

PatFayMax, Witu1am, New Brighton, Chester, Jeweller Mav 14 Joynson, Liverpool 

Parkes, Cuaries Hewpy, Coaley, Glos, Farmer April 30 Vowles, Dursley 

Pasrey, James, Irlamso’ th’ Height, Lancs May6 Lawson & “o, Manchester 

Pau, Fraeperick Witiram Pracivat, Folkestone May1% Hyland & Co, Cannon st 

Prarson, James, Kingston upon Hull, Carpenter Aprill2 Sykes, Hull 

Prew, Emma Mary Exizaseta Ursuca, Blackheath May 30 Wightwick & Gardner, 
Folkestone 

Pitarm, Emma,Cheltenham May1 Lane, Gloucester 

Roapknicut, Her#n Janz, Westcott, nr Dorking May 13 Sladen & Wing, Queen 
Anne’s gate 

Suir, Leonarp, Burgh, Suffolk, Farmer April 25 Welton, Woodbridge 

Taytor, James, Emsworth, Southampton May1 Cameron & Co, Old Broad st 

Tuomson, AncuiBa.p, Chester, Chemist April30 Evans, Chester 

Totton, Hargizt, Weston super Mare May1 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 

Ving, Witrtam CHarves, Geneva May15 Ballantyne & Co, Leadenhall at 

Waopr, Joseru, Leeds Mayl Clarke & Co, Leeds 

WI xinson, Evizanetu Brett, Beeston, Notts May38 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

Waieut, Tuomas, West Southbourne, Bournemouth May13 Tanner, Bournemouth 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY. April 5. 

AGNEW, HENRY DE Courcy, Old Broad st April30 Budd & Co, Austin Friars 

ALLETSON, JOHN, Littleborough, Lancs May 10 Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 

ANDREW. BETTY, Waterloo, nr Ashton under Lyne Mayl Taylor & Bu kley, Ashton 
under Lyne 

ARMSTROXG, SARAH!IANNE, Weston super Mare|May1 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 

BARKER, oe JANE, Bolton gdns, South Kensington May 7 Henderson & Co, 
Philpot In 

BENNETT, WILLIAM, Sydenham April 30 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 

BEVAN, WILLIAM, Flornece rd, New Cross May5 Sandom & Co, High st 

BLAIR, SARAH ELIZABETH, Granville gdns, Shepherd’s Bush May 4 Davies, Uxbridge 
rd, Shepherd's Bush 

PROWN, GEORGE, Aveley, Essex May 16 Turner, Basinghal! av 

BURRANS, LOUISA, Great Steeping, Spilsby, Lincs May15 Francis, Cardiff 

CARLISLE, HENRY DARWE*, coudwater, Bucks May 1 Rutland & Taylor, High 
Wycombe 

CARTER, WILLIAM FOWLER, Chew Magna, Somerset, Miller May 5 Atchleys, Bristol 

CLARK FeErGus, Alnwick, Northumberland May 10 Hindmarsh, Alnwick 

DALE, WILLIAM, Southend on Sea, Builder April 10 Jefferies & Bygott, Southend on 


Sea 

DARBYSHIRE, WILLIAM, Stockton on Tees May 2 Bainbridge & Barnley, Middles- 
brough 

DAVISON, WILLIAM, Ingleby Greenhow, Yorks, Innkeeper May 2 Bainbridge & 
Barnley, Middlesbrough 

DUNK, JOHN, Hastings May 6 Morgan, Hastings 

EccLEs, JAMES, Hoylake, Chester April 26 Hudson, Hoylake 

EMMOTT, CHARLES. Durham May2l1 Loughborough & Co, Austin Friars 

Eva'.8, RICHARD WATSON, Halitax, Solicitor May 3 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 

EVELEGH, BONHAM CARTER, Wimbledon Common May 6 Rider & ,Co, New 8q, 
Lincoln's inn 

EARNSHAW, MARY ANN, Sheffield April 30 H & A Maxfield, Sheffield 

GREGORY, ALFRED FREDERICK, Leyton, Essex April 14 Barnes, West st, Finsbury 
circus 

HARGREAVES, ESTHER, Gradford May 17 Wright & Co, Bradford 

HARRIS, SARA, Jarrow May 28 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on Tyne 

HEARN, JOHN, Birkenhead May7 ‘Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 

HILL, CHARLES GILLMAN, Gloucester, Pin Manufacturer May 14 Langley-Smith & 
Son, Gl. ucester 

HOBSON, FREDERIO TAYLOR, Oxford May12 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

HORSFALL, ELI, Halifax, Lasting Manufacturer May 31 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 

HULBERT, WILLIAM, Croydon, Draper May 1 Huloert & Co, Broad st bldgs, Liver- 
pool st 

JEANES, ANN,Cardiff April30 Williams & Gladstone, Cardiff 

JOHNSON, FRANCIS, Brigham, Yorks, Farmer May 14 Ellis & Healey, Bradford 

a em, Culcutta, Optician May 1 Bubinstein & Co, Raymond bidgs, 

ray's inn 
Lugs, ALFRED, Hanley, Potter's Modeller April 28 Humtbach, Hanley 
MACDONALD, JAMES, Birkenhead Mayi17 Alsop & Co, Liverpool 
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Middlesbrough 


MILLER, EMILY, Upper Bedford pl, Russell sq May 6 Warburton, Gracechurch st 
MOUSLEY, GEOuGE JOSEPH, Harrow on the Hill, Builder May 5 Button & Co, Covent 


rden 
NoDAL, JOHN HOWARD, Heaton Moor, Lancs, Journalist 
chester 


NoRTH, WILLIAM MITCHELL, Barrow in Furness, Licensed Victualler April18 Thomp- 


son, Barrow in Furness 
OSBORNE, JOSEPH, Blackheath May 11 
POWELL, WILLIAM, Oldbury, Worcester, Yeoman May 1 


RopDDA, WILLIAM JOHN, Butte Silver, Bow County, Montana, Miner May6 King &Co, 


Queen Victoria st 


scott, GEORGE, West Bradley, Somerset, Farmer May 7 Woodforde, Castle Cary, 


Somerset 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fnripay, April 1. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Axprews, Gores Samugzt, Birmingham, Baker Birming 
ham Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 30 5 

ArgyoLp, Epwixs Witui1am, Weymouth, Canvasser Dor- 
chester Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Arxotp, Ropgat, Ossett, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Pet Mar 16 Ord Mar 30 

Bowaine, Farpgerick, Watiace, Westcott, nr Dorking, 
Surrey, Cycle Agent Croydon Pet Mar 30 Ord 
Mar 30 

CampBeLL, James, Ilfracombe, Draper 
Mar 30 O:d Mar 30 

CiementTs, BenJamin SamuR_, Lessingham, Norfolk, Grocer 
Norwich Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Coxe, Epoear Jonny, Porthcawl, Glam Cardiff Pet Mar 24 
Ord Mar 24 


Dewsbury 


Barnstaple Pet 


Custis, Witt1am Gerorer, Cheltenham, 
Cheltenham Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Davies, Joun, Rawstorne st, Goswell rd, Dairyman High 
Court Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 22 

Davigs, Toomas, Boncath, Pembroke, Seedsman Carmar- 
then Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 30 

Duwron, Coantes Heynry, Iver Heath, Bucks, Hay Carter 
Windsor Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 

Evans, Jouw Haywarp, West Bolton gdns, South Kensing- 
ton High Court Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 

GopsmakK, Epwarp Harry, Walton on Thames, Grocer 
Kingston, Surrey, Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 380 

Gower, Amos, Tring, Heris, Licensed Hawker Aylesbury 
Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 

Knicnt, Freperick Ciaupr, and A.rezp WILttam 
Knieut, Barnsley, Rent Collectors Barnsley Pet 
Mar 15 Ord Mar 30 

MoSwaeney, Peres, Careline st East, 
High Court Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 24 

Marxs, Hersert Taistman, Adolphus rd, Finsbury pk, 
Mining Engineer High Court Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 30 

Masoy, Joun Tuomas, Turnpike In, Hornsey, Laundry 
Proprietor High Court Pet Feb 19 Ord Mar 23 

May, ALFRED, Meiincrythan, Neath,Glam, Tin Worker 
Neath Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 . 

Mixes, Waiter Jars, Northampton, Baker Northamp- 
ton Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Morgan, Pesoy W, Gracechurch st, Stockbroker High 
Court Pet Mar3 Ord Mar 2% 

Newra, Faep, Trowbridge, Wilts, Brush Manufacturer 
Bath Pet Mar 80 Ord Mar 30 

Pzics, Joux, Granville pl, Portman sq, Inspecting 
Engineer High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar %3 

Bzatox, H D, Tokenhouse bldgs, Lothbury, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Jan28 Ord Mar 24 

Szpmamw, Wutiram, Burniston, Yorks, Butcher 
borough Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Simos, Davip, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Fan Attendant Neath 
Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Stamper, Grorce Henry, Coningsby, Lincs, Joiner Lin- 
coln Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

SwinpgLis, Joux, Sualtley, Birmingham, Grocer Bi:ming- 

‘et Feb 26 Ord Mar 30 

Tuomas, Joun, Gowerton, Glam, Carpenter Swansea Pet 
Mar30 Ord Mar 3v 

Wesruacott, Major Hucn Riowaep, Kensington Hall 
mans High Court Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 24 

Wooprow, Gzorez, Pulham 8t Mary, Norfolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 80 

Waicat, Rosert Witi1am Jonny, Great Yarmouth, Grocer 
Great Yarmouth Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 


Greengrocer 


Manufacturer 


Scar- 


MAYNARD, RoBERT, Eaglescliffe, Durham, Farmer May 2 Bainbridge & Barnley 


Barber & Co, Queen Victoria st 





May 8 Dixon & Co, Man- ter st 
bidgs, Liverpool st 


Wright & Hollins, Oldbury 
Bristol 











FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auten, Jous, Barnsley, Paper Merchant April 12 at 11 
Off Rec, 7, Regent’s st, Barnsley. 

Baipte, Cartes Henry, Ringwood, Southampton, 
Cabinet Maker April 12 at 12.30 Off Rec, City 
chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Drxoyx, Francis, Gateshead, Grocer April 9 at 11 Off 
Rec, 80, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Davies, Joux, Rawstorne st, Goswell rd, Dairyman 
April 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bdgs, Varey st 

Devonap, Tuomas Henry, Manorbier, Pembroke, Ship- 
wright April 9 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

Evans, Jonn Haywarp, West Bolton gdns, South Ken- 
sington Aprilliat12 Bankruptcy bdgs, Carey st 

Finuay, Witiiam James, Felixstowe, Boarding House 
Keeper April 14 at 2.15 Off Reo, 36, Princes st, 
Ipswich 

Knott, Mirza Lowe, Docking, Norfolk, Grocer April 11 
at 12 Off Rec, 8, King’s st, Norwich 

McSweengzy, Perer, Caroline st East, Manufacturer 
April 12at 11 Bankruptcy ee Carey st 

Masox, Jouy Tuomas, Turnpike In, Hornsey, Laundry 
Proprietor April1l at 1 Denkregtey bldgs, Carey st 

May, Atrarp, Melincrythan, Neath, Glam, Tinworker 
April 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's 
at, Swansea 

Morean, Percy, W, Gracechurch st, Stockbroker April 12 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

Pincuzs, Witu1am Henry, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, 
Grocer April 13 at 11,30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Pinnoryx, Harry Water, Winter av, East Ham, Essex 
April 14at11 Bankruptcy blags, Carey st 

Price, Jouy, Granville pl, Portman sq, Engineer April 20 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Raap, Epwin ALe@genon, and Starrorp Lorp Siumonp;, 
Blackfriars rd, Printers April 15 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Rirey, Epmowpsoy, Salford, Pianoforte Dealer April 9 at 
11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Routs, Bexyuarp, Heingica, Macclesfield st, Shaftesbury 
av April 11 at 11.80 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 

Rowpen, Freprrick Witiiam, Whitstable April 9 at 
10.15 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Szaton, H D, Tokenhouse os Lothbury, Stockbroker 
April 20 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Sia.ey, James, Higher Hurdsfield, nr Macclesfield, Farmer 
April 12 at 11 Off Rec, 23, King dward st, Maccles- 


Simons, Davip, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Fan Attendarmt April 
9 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary’s st, 
Swansea 

Sirs, Jouy, Gunter In, Chelsea, Dealer in Typewriters 
April 14 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Soreouper, Paut, Westbourne ter, Bayswater April 20 at 
11 Bankruptcy blags, Oarey st 

SprnpLeBaveERk, Haney, Gt Eastern st, Photographer April 
15 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Stronz, Wi.iiam, Lianelly, Carmarthenshire, Ship 

Chandler April 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

Tuwaitss, George Harovp, Folkestone, Ironmonger 
April 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Vaveuan, Davip, Cross Hands, Liannon, Carmarthen, 
— April 9 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmar- 


n 
Westmacott, Major Hues Ricaarp, Kensington Hall 
mans April 2lat11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


TEMME, FRANCIS BARNARD, Chalten st, Euston rd 


WALKER, ELIZABETH, Kingston upon Hull 
WATKINS, ALFRED, Middlesprough, Watchmaker May 2 Punch & Robson, Middles- 


brough 
WEIGHT, ROBERT INKERMAN, Bristol, Licensed Victualler May 5 








SMITH, JANE, Northleach, Glos May 6 Kendall, Bourton onthe Water 

STUART, JAMES, Freckleton, nr Kirknam, Labourer May 2 Gaulter, Fleetwood 
STUART, MARGARET, Whittingham Asylum, nr Preston May 2 
STuBBS, JOHN, Pocklington, Yorks, Joiner June 3) Sargent, Pocklington 
TABBERER, BENJAMIN, Blackheath, Architect 


Gaulter, Fleetwood 
May 12 Hawes & Co, Gt Winches- 
May 1 Hulbert & Co, Broad st 


May 16 Locking & Co, Hull 


Atchleys, 


WHITEHEAD, ELIZABETH, Harrogate May 2 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
WILKINSON, WILLIAM, Leeds, Corset Maker May 7 Craven & Clegg, Leeds 


Wieut, Joun, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer April 9 at 12 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Woop, Maraaret, Belle Vue, Tenby, Pembroke, Lodging 
house Keeper April 9 at 12.35 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

Wooprxow, Grorcr, Pulham 8t Mary, Norfolk, Miller 
April 14 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Waiaut, Exo, Bozeat, Northampton, Farmer April 9 at 
12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 


ADJUDICATIONS, 

Avutxson, Jonny, Sturton, Lincs, Manager 
Mar10 Ord Mar 30 

Argyotp, Epwin Wituiam, Weymouth, Canvasser Dor- 
chester Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Bowrina, Frepesiok WALLACE, Westcott, ur Dorking, 
Cycle Agent Croydon Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Campbe.t, James, Ilfracombe, Draper Barustaple Pet 
Mar3u Ord Mar 30 

CLements, Baysamix Sauug., Lessingham, Norfolk, Grocer 
Norwich Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Coxr, Kpa@ar Joun, Porthcawl, Glam Cardiff 
Ord Mar 24 

Curtis, Wituiam Georce, Cheltenham, Greengrocer 
Cheltenham Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Davis, Taomas, Boncath, Pembroke, Seedsman Curmiar- 
then Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 30 

Evans, Jonn Haywaap, West Bolton gdns, South Kensing- 
ton High Court Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 

Gower, Amos, Tring, Herts, Licensed Hawker Aylesbury 
Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 

May, Atraep, Melincrythan, Neath, Glam, Tin Worker 
Neath Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Mies, WaTee James, Northampton, Baker Northampton 
Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Newru, Faep, Trowbridge, Wilts, Brush Manufacturer 
Bath Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Owen, Payce Hersert, South Benfleet, Essex, Farmer 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 11 Ord Mar 23 

Parker, Tuomas, Great Canfield, Essex, Mechanical 
Engineer Cheimsford Pet Dec2 Ord Mar 24 

Russet, Avevstus, Wyvil rd, South Lambeth rd, Vaux- 
hall High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord Mar 24 

Sepman, Wi.i14M, Burniston, Yorks, Butcher Scarborough 
Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 3u 

Stmmoys, Davip, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Fan Attendant 
Neath Pec Mar3v’ Ord Mar #0 

Stamper, GsorGe Henry, Coningsby, 
Lincoln Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Tuomas, Joun, Gowerton, Glam, Carpenter Swansea Pet 
Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

Warsox, James Hume, Austin Friars, Stock Broker High 
Court Pet Nov1s8 Ord Mar 30 

Western, Col Joan Surron Epwarp, Bickenhall mans, 
Marylebone rd High Court Pet Feb 19 Ord Mar 30 

Woopsow, Grorce, Pulham 8t Mary, Norfolk, Miller 
Ipswich Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

Waiaut, Rospeat Witu1am Joux, Gt Yarmouth, Grocer 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 5 
° RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barroot, Enos, Hastings, Grocer Hastings Pet April 2 
Ord April 2 

Broom, Epwarp Ricuarps, Worthing, Licensed Victualler 
Brighton Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 

Burzows, Heasert Witiiam, Harston, Cambs, Grocer 
Cambridge Pet Feb16 Ord April 2 

Caritox, Heasert, Halifax, Confectioner Halifax Pet 
April 1 Ord April 1 

Case, Hersert Eowarp, North Elmham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Aprill Ord April 1 


Lincoln Pet 


Pet Mar 24 


Lines, Joiner 
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Cremens, Farperick Tuomas, Francis st, Chelsea High 
Court Pet Aprili Ord April 1 

Crements, Wittiam Buivet, Tything, Worcester, Motor 
Garage Proprietor Worcester Pet Mar 30 Ord 
Mar 30 


Cotuns, Wittiam Apert, Kingsland rd, Wholesale 
Upholsterer High Court Pet April 2 Ord April2 
Davigs, Eocar Water, Handsworth, Jeweller Birming- 
ham Pet Feb 28 Ord April 1 
pE Roxpay, RC, Finsbury pymt House High Court 
Feb 22 Ord Mar 14 
Damxwarer, Harry, Upton 8t Leonards, 
Miller Gloucester Pet April1 Ord April 2 
Ex.1s, Joux, Rusholme, Manchester, Clerk Salford Pet | 
Aprill Ord April 1 
Fettoy, A, Brentford, Middlesex, Brentford 
Pet Mar5 Ord April 1 
Gayvrorp, Arrnur, Needham Market, Suffolk, Fire Insur- | 
ance Valuer Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Mar 31 Ord | 
Mar 31 
Go.tpsiatt, Lovis, Ebbw 
Pet Mar5 Ord April 2 
Goopmay, Wicuiam, St Breward, Cornwall, Farmer 
Pet Aprill Ord April 1 
Granam, James Gonos 
April 1 Ord April 1 
Garirritus, Marion Constancr, Bournemouth, Costumier 
Poole Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 
Jones, Cuarites Sueaiay, Great Ormond st, Journalist 
High Court Pet Mar4 Ord April 1 
Kina, Georae, Troedyrhiw, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Mar31 Ord Mar 31 
Lirwettys, Evan, Briton Ferry, Glam, 
Neath Pet April2 Ord April 2 
Mantis, Nort, Worthing Brighton 
April 2 
Morratt, Epwarv, Minworth, nr Birmingham, Wine 
Merchant Shrewsbury Pet April1 Ord April 1 
Mountyey, Water, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 
Naprerr, Witu1aM, Essex rd, Islington, Baker 
Pet Mar 7 Ord Mar 30 
Rosiysoy, Emity, Brighton, Fancy Draper 
Mar 12 Ord Mar 31 
Rostron, James Epwarp Anprew, Oldham, Journeyman 
Plumber Oldham Pet Mar30 Ord Mar30 
Sepewick, Freperick Lookwoop, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet Mar9 Ord April 1 
Summers, Frank, and Caartes Rowe, Barking rd, Plais- 
tow High Court Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 
Tucker, Samvet, Lianelly, Draper Carmarthen Pet Mar 
15 Ord Aprill 
Wait, Guitprorp Russert, Rotherhithe, Laundry Pro- 
prietor High Court Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 31 
Wacker, Emma, Winchelsea, Sussex, School Proprietress 
Hastings Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 
Warp, Epmunp Atrrep, Warple Way, Acton, General 
Piinter Brentford Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
A.uineon, Jon, Sturton, Lincs, Manager April 21 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
Aryo.p, Epwin Wittiam, Weymouth, Canvasser 
atl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Argno_p, Ropent, Ossett, York, Innkeeper April 14 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 
Bagnagp, Witt1amM, Manchester, Furniture Dealer April 
13 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester | 
Bouton, Jou, Bootle, Lancaster, [eam Owner 
ll Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bownino, Faeprrick Wattace, Westcott, nr Dorking 
Cycle Agent April 13 at 11,30 132, York rd, West- 
mioster Bridge | 
Brioxnert, CuHartes Henry, 
Wheelwright April 15 at 3.15 
6, Vernon st, Stockport 
Broom, Epwarp Ricuarps, Worthing, Licensed Victu- 
aller April 14 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, 
Brighton 
Car.ton, Hepvert, Halifax, Confectioner 
10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 
Cuaampion, Artaur Louis Svucurt, Margate, Dairyman | 
April 18 at 10 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury | 
Cremens, Freperick Tuomas, Francis st, Chelsea April | 
16at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Ciements, Bexsamin Samvuet, Lessingham, Norfolk, | 
Grocer April 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Nor- 
wich | 
Crements, Witiiam Buivet, Tything, Worcester Motor 
Garage Proprietor April13at12 Off Reo, 11, Copen- | 
hagen st, Worcester 
Currsoam, Apert Joun, Claypole, Lincoln, Builder 
April 14at11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham i 
Co.urns, 
Upholsterer 
Carey st | 
Davirs, Tuomas, Boncath, Pembroke, Seedsman April 14 | 
at1245 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
TDaviss, Tuomas, Abertillery, Mon, Hay Merchant Apnil | 
13 at12 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon | 
Duranty, CHARLES ALEXANDER Fareperickx, Harlow, 
Essex, Dairy Farmer April 1l4at12 14, Bedford row 
Gayrorp, Aratnur, Needham Market, Suffolk, Fire Insur- 
ance Valuer April13 at 1 86, Princes st, Ipswich 
Gopsmark, Epwarp Harry, Walton on Thames, Surrey, 
Grocer April 13 at 12 182, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 
Granam, James Gronce, Leeds, Musician 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Grirritas, Masion Constance, Bournemouth, Costumier 
April 13 at 230 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
- st, ig 
ASWELL, Epwarp, Chilvers Coton, Nuneaton, Bootmake 
April 13 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High’st, Coventry 
Jowzs, CHARLES Sueaipax, Gt Ormond st, Journalist 
Aprill4at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Knieut, Freperick CLAaupE, and ALFRED 
Kwieat, Barnaley, York, Kent Collectors 
10.30 Off Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 


Builder 


Vale, Mon, Draper Tredegar 
Truro 
Leeds, Musician Leeds Pet 


Grocer 
Rollerman 


Pet April 2 Ord 


High Court 


Brighton Pet 


Printer 


April 14 


April 13 at 


Levenshulme, Lancs, 
Utf Rec, Castle chmbrs, 


April 14 at | 


Wituiam = Avpert, 
Apnl 


Wholesale 
Bankruptcy bldga, | 


Kingsland rd, 
15 at 1 


April 13 at 11 


WILLIAM 
April 13 at 


Pet | 


Gloucester, | 


| Martin, Nort, Worthing Brighton 





LeapbettTer, Ropert, High Wycombe, Bucks April 15at 
3 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lonemore, Josern, Wednesbury, Stafford, Furraceman 
April 19 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Lunp, Isaac Aryysoy, and Ricnarp WappixeTon 
Ormerzop, Manchester Cabinet Makers April 13 at 
3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Masks, Hexsert Tristman, Adolphus rd, Finsbury Park, 
Mining Engineer April l4at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Marrow, Laxcetot Epwarp, Carnforth, Lancaster April 
14 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Mites, Wacter James, Northampton, Baker April 13 at 
12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Morratt, Eowarp, Minworth, nr Birmingham, Wine 
Merchant April 16 at 11.30 Law Society’s Rocm, 
College hill, Shrewsbury 

Napper, WiLviam, Essex rd, Islington, Baker April 14 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Newtn, Fraep, Trowbridge, Wilts, Brush Manufacturer 


April 13 at 12 George Hotel, Trowbridge 

Pike, Jouy, and Sipyey Pike, Easterton, Wilts, Wheel- 
wrights April 13 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Rosinson, Emity, Brighton, Fancy Draper April 14 at 3 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Rostrron, James Epwarp Anprew, Oldham, Journeyman 
Plumber Aprill4at3 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 


Szpmay, Wii.14m, Burniston, York, Butcher April 14 at 


4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Stamper, Georce Henry, Coningsby, Lincs, Joiner April 
2itat12 Otf Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Summers, Frank, and Cuaries Rows, Barking rd, Plais- 
tow April 2lat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tomas, Joun, Gowerton, Glam, Carpenter April 13 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary’s st, Swansea 

Toruam, Marcaret, Burnley, Lancs, Baker April 13 at 
11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Wait, Guitprorp Russert, Plough rd, Rotherhithe, 
Laundry Proprietor Aprill5at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Warp, Epmusp Atrrep, Warple Way, Acton, General 
Printer Aprili4at3 14, Bedford row 

Warren, CHARLES, Ramegate, Auctioneer April 13 at 
1.15 Otf Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

Wuisyey, Harotp Fire, Hounslow Barracks, Captain 
April 15 at 3 14, Bedford row 

Wuitr, Witiram Cox, Reading, Butcher April 14 at 11 
(Jueen’s Hotel, Reading 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Arsotp, Ropert, Ossett, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Pet Mar 16 Ord Aprill 

Barnargp, Witt1aM, Manchester, Furniture Dealer 
chester Pet Mar1l Ord April 1 

RaickneLt, CHAsLes Henry, Levenshulme, Lancs, Wheel- 
wright Stockport Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar3l 

Broom, Epwarp Ricaarps, Worthing, Licensed Victualler 
Brighton Pet Mar 3it Ord Mar 31 

Cartror, Herpert, Halifax, Confectioner Halifax Pet 
April1 Ord April 1 ; 

Ciemens, Freperick Tuomas, Francis st, Chelsea High 
Court Pet Aprill Ord Aprill 

Cuements, Wituiam Buvet, tything, Worcester, Motor 
Garage Proprietor Worcester Pet Mar 30 Ord 
Mar 31 

Davies, Joun, Rawstorne st, Goswell rd, Dairyman High 
Court Pet Mar 2 Ord Mar 31 

pE Terpecg, CHARLES ANTOINE ALPHONSE Davip Manrigz 
Guistam Huyrrens, Bishopsgate st Without, Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Feb15 Ord Mar 31 

Dunroy, Cuagces Henry, Iver Heath, Bucks, Hay Carter 
Windsor Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 31 


Dewsbury 


Man- 


Gayrorp, ArTsur, Needham Market, Suffolk, Fire Insur- 


ance Valuer Bury St Edmunds Pet Mar 31 Ord 


Mar 31 


Goopmay, Wrtttiam, 8t Breward, nr Camelford, Cornwall, 


Farmer Truro Pet Aprill Ord Ap#ill 
Granam, James Grorce, Leeds, Musician 
April Ord April 1 


Leeds Pet 


| Grirvitus, Marton Congraxce, Bournemouth, Costumier 


Poole Pet Mar 31 rd Mar 31 
Ho.trorp, Hastixes, Woldingham, Surrey 
Dec 10 Ord April l 


Croydon Pet 


| Humeurey, Francis Drake, Franciscan rd, Tooting, Boot 


Dealer Wandsworth Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 31 

Kina, Groros, Troedythiw, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Mar3l Ord Mar 31 

Liewe.tyys, Evan, Britonferry, Glam, Rollerman Neath 
and Aberavon Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Pet April 2 Ord 
April 2 

Marron, L E, Carnforth, Lancaster Preston Pet Feb 15 
Ord Mar 30 

Mountszgy, Watter, Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham 
Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Ormerop, Ricuarp Wappiyeton, Cheetham, Manchester, 
Cabinet Maker Manchester Pet MarS Ord April 1 

Roperrson, WittiAk Argtavur, York, Manufacturing Con- 
fectioner York Pet Feb7 Ord April 2 


| Routs, Bernuarv Herneica, Macclesfield st, Shaftesbury 


ay Wandsworth Pet Feb 24 Ora Mar 31 

Rostrox, James Epwarp Anpasw, Oldham, 
Oldham Pet Mar 30 Ord 30 

Swinpeis, Jouy, Saltley, Birmingham, Grocer Eirming- 
ham Pet Feb26 Ord April 1 

Waxes, Emma, Winchelsea, Sussex, School Proprietress 
Hastings Pet Mar3l Ord Mar 31 

Warp, hpmunp ALrrep, Warple Way, Acton, General 
Printer Brentford Pet Mar3l1 Ord Mar 31 

Wesrmacott, Huon Ricuaxp, Kensington Hall mans, 
Major High Court Pet Feb9 Ord April1 

Wicat, Joux, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Marva Ord Mar 31 

Woop, Maszcarrgt, Tenby, Pembroke, Lodging House 
Keeper Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 31 

Weaicnut, Isaac, Old Leak, Lincoln, Farmer Boston 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 30 

Yzo, Atrrep Burnagp, South Lambeth rd, Dairy Engin- 
eer High Court Pet Jan14 Ord Aprill 


Plumber 


ES 





Turkey 
Carpets 


HE finest collecti-n 

in the world. 4,000 
always in stock at 

the lowest possible prices, 


Comparison proves it. 





Write for Quotations, 


MAPLE & GO 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, 
LONDON 


Buenos Aires 
Smyrna 


Paris 














Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FounpED IN THE Reien or Wittram & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY 


uisite under the above Act supplied on the 
nein shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suare Cextivicates, DesexturEs, &c., engraved and 
printed. OrriciaL Seats d igned and it 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 

Serjeante’ 





Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LIMITED. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Paatiamertary Bris, Misvrss oF resanen, Beene i 
Revesexce, Statements oF Ciaim, AX8WE%%, 20.) SO. 


FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 




















